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Sm, 

I do not know in the least to whom I 
am addressing this letter. It may be to a person 
whom I know, to one whom I know by name, or to 
one about whom I know nothing. However as you 
have printed and published your views on University 
Education, you can not possibly make any objection 
to receiving a letter on that subject from me or from 
any one else. I have only just seen your letter, 
though it may have been published for some little 
time. Now I will begin by saying that I never re- 
member having read a Catholic Letter or Pamphlet 
from which I differ so utterly, on almost all points^ 
as from yours. I differ from you as to your conclu- 
sions ; I differ from you as to very nmny of your 
opinions ; and I differ from you, in the widest possi- 
ble manner, as to the principle which underlies this 
scheme. Eor I look upon this proposition of sending 
young Catholics to Oxford or Cambridge, as only 
one of those many developments or signs, which we 
see everywhere around us, of that spirit of worldliness 
which is coming in on the Church. I will explain 
what I mean further on. H.eTe \ vr^ ^^ ^'^^ Sis^si^ 



■4 neither make nor intend to make any accusation 
against you personally ; I am speaking only of your 
proposal. I may call it yom^s ; as you have by adop- 
tion made it your own. And you cannot be offend- 
ed at mc for saying how much I disUke it, because 
having pulilished your Letter you invite comment ; 
and moreover I hold you at perfect liberty to say 
what you like about me. I am not thin-skinned ia 
tliese matters. I t hink that your Letter is most mia- 
cliievous in its tendencies and therefore I say so. 
believe it to be conti-ary to the instinct of the faith- 
ful, contxtiry to the sense of the Priesthood in this 
land, and contrary to a true spirit of loyalty to the 
Church. But I do not say that you are conscio^^sly 
wanting in that spu-it of loyalty. I do not mean 
cither to say tliis or ta insinuate it. If you choose to 
say that I am narrow-minded or puritanical or behind 
the times, and so on, I shall not complain. You 

. have a right to yoiu" opinions and I have a right to 
mine. Yon have a right to say what you think of 
my views and I have a right to say what I think of 
yours. And charity will not siilFcr by this. 

The first thing that you must do is to prove th< 
greatness of the want which is said to exist as regards 
University Education for Catholic youth. You say, 
" I start from the admitted fact that some Univer- 
sity Education is indispensable for Catholic youth." 
I grant you tliat, if you substitute "very desh'able ' 
for " indispensable." I Itnow of notlung that is in- 
dispensable for Catholic youths, except the faith an^ 
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morals of the Church. But are there sufficient num- 
bers of Catholic youths seeking for this Education, to 
make it possible to give it to them at once ? I do 
not know in the least whether there be or not ; but 
it could be easily ascertained. Your own statement 
goes far to proye that this want is much exaggerated. 
Eor you say that in the last few years only twenty 
Catholic Students have passed through Oxford. This 
does not seem to speak of any great want. StiU you 
might fairly say that this only represents the num- 
ber of those persons who have not been afiraid of 
putting the faith of their children in peril, for some 
fancied worldly advantage: whereas multitudes of 
others, desirous of the same advantages for their chil- 
dren, have not ventured on this. 

But, if there are as many as we are led to suppose, 
it seems that a University such as that proposed by 
the writer, whom you are answering, might at once 
be started with every prospect of success. And if 
they are not so numerous, but are only few in num- 
ber, why^ they must accept the necessities of their 
position and be content with what they have. The 
Church is the best judge of what is necessary or ad- 
vantageous for her children. And (to anticipate 
what I shall say afterwards) there is, in Dublin, a 
Catholic University for those who speak the English 
tongue. I put this forward only as a temporary ar- 
rangement, for I think that the right thing in the 
right place is a Catholic University in England. But 
a University cannot be built in ^ Aa:^ % ^\AM \!^^^«5ias^ 
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pleased God tliat we should belong to a Church, 
which for so long in this land has been trodden down 
and persecuted, and wliich is only now emerging 
from penal laws and social persecution, wo must take 
one thing with another and be thankful; and not 
grumble if there are a few knots in the rope as it 
slips through our hands. Most of us who havo had 
the priceless blessing of a conversion to the Faith- 
have suffered more or less in our worldly prospects, 
but I liave never heard any one complain of this ; in- 
deed I may say truly that I have never known any 
one so mean-spirited as to feel it. And why should 
any expect to have every thing just as they like in 
this matter of Education ? You say that you know 
of "many parents" who " intend to send their sons 
to Protestant Colleges if a Catholic College bo not 
soon founded." Well, that is their look out. If 
they 80 far forget their duty to God and their chil- 
dren and their own consciences, they will have to 
settle the matter one day with their Judge. Their 
doing it will not make it right ; and if the Church 
does all that she can for them, she will not he to 
blame. The Church always does that which ia b^t 
in the highest sense for her children ; but she is never 
led by the wliims and fancies of the many, still less of 
few. It is simply unreasonable to expect that 
i-erything can be done in a moment. As you know 
of those persons and their intention, the best thing 
you can do is to warn them, if you have an opportu- 
oity, ai^ainst carrying their intentions into eifect. 



You might know of a burglar who intended to break 
into the house of one of your friends, unless he sent 
TiiTn a twenty-pound note : but you would not, I sup- 
pose, recommend your friend to send it. But what 
makes this case, of which I am speaking, worse, is 
that you have said ia another place : " those Catholic 
parents who have done so, would perhaps be as little 
disposed as any one to defend on principle what they 
have done imder peculiar circumstances." Did you 
correct the proof of your letter ? Or has this sen- 
tence got ia somehow when you never wrote it? 
Are men who can act like this to be brought for- 
ward as examples or arguments? Surely this is 
doing evil that evil may come ; or at most that some 
supposed worldly advantage may come. The next 
time I hear of a man conmutting forgery I shall 
say : / He who has done so would perhaps be as little 
disposed as any one to defend on principle what he 
has done under the influence of peculiar circumstan- 
ces.' What should you think of my moraliziag in 
this case ? 

Let me now briefly glance at the only ways in 
which this question can be met. And the question 
I observe is now about a University Education, not 
at aU about usiag a University as an examining 
Board, ( this you have yourself said ) as for instance, 
the University of London. To that there does not 
seem to be, as far as I know, any objection : at any 
rate whether there be or not, that is not now the 
question in dispute. For my o^nv '^^js^ \. ^^^j^sssS^Sw. 
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ttiink it better not to be dependent on Protestants 1 
even for this. 
1. Tou may send young men to Protestant Uni- j 
TSrsitiea. 
2. You may have a Catbolic College, in a Protest- 1 
ftnt University. 
3. You may have an English University in Borne ; I 
or you may go to some of the foreign Universities. 
4. Tou may have an English University i 



5. You may go to the Catholic University in 
I Dublin. 

' 1. AU persons, I l)elieve, ( including those parents 
who under "peculiar circmnstances" have done what 
they thought wrong ) consider the first plan to be 
altogether indefensible in theory and very dangeroust- 
in practioo. 

2. As to the second plan : I can imagine no mora 
pitiable spectacle than for the members of the grea^ 
Catholic Commonwealth to be standing, with Uioiff 
hats in their hands, begging for Educational alms aC 
he doors of the Protestant Universities : 
" Pity the Borrowa o£ a poor old man, 
"WTioaB trembling limba have borne him to your door." 

'" "We are thus invited to "beg or borrow" our 
education ; it does not matter which. 1 dislike, as 
much as I can, this begging or borrowing proposal. 

My object now is not to state the arguments for 
it or against it. They are to be found in yoiu* 
letter and the Review of which you speak. It is of 



no use going over that ground again. But I wish 
to point out a few places in which your argument 
entirely fails : and I wish also to enter my protest, 
as strongly as I can, against your proposal. I am 
not going to sit quiet and say nothing when so mon- 
strous a proposition is made. 

And indeed there is at present no need of going 
into details for as you say truly, the plan which you 
" advocate is not yet a possible one." You are only 
" arguing against those Catholics who wish to pre- 
vent it becoming ever possible." I am one of those 
Catholics. I shall always do whatever little I can 
to prevent the realization of such a plan. I shall 
always contend against it, tooth and nail. And I 
feel certain that it never will be possible : first be- 
cause the Universities will never agree to it ; next^ 
because our Bishops will never sanction it ; thirdly, 
because the Holy See will never permit it. Using 
partly your own words, I say that " my faith in the 
wisdom of the Church is too strong to allow me to 
fear that she will ever " suffer such a plan to be 
possible. 

And what is the good of this plan ? What is the 
advantage you propose to seek ? This is the kernel 
of the matter. Is the good, thus supposed to be 
within our reach, spiritual, moral, intellectual, or 
worldly ? It is neither spiritual nor moral because 
your plan literally bristles mth precautions against 
moral and spiritual dangers. You yourself say that 
the greatest precautions must \i^ u^^^ ^"^^\a^ Si^^^^ 
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I dangers. I, with multitudes of others, helieve 
all these precautions will be unable to avert the dan- 
ger, or oven to mitigate it to any appreciable extent. 
Is it intellectual goodi' No, it con not be that^ 
1 Bvory oiu& is' agreed Uiat the oi-dinary Universil 
^ Xectercs ftpe aot in any way remarkable for abilityi 
that thEE©,is in fact nothing in thjem, which, oan apt 
easily, ilpe got elsewhere. The advantatg© theroforeia 
Mmralyia fancieil worldly advantage. I see .plainJ^yi 
wliaSiyou mean., There. i3, supposed to be a, apviaJj 
prestige btslonging to those whohave been at iCJxfoRj^ 
OE;Cam.bri(l^. , It may, exist ; Ithij(k,itdo08ie«is^j 
bat I laju swe tliat it ; is dota-oasing ere?y ye»r. 
the tiiuc that a few humbed Catholics are sacrifiqeA' 
^lits shrine,, it will Hi,ost likely l)e gone for ever- 
There is:l<uiothcr reason which ahows that tliia.i* 
ytrpi' d(i-il't. , You never moution Durham, But from 
wjj^t I Jijipw about it,i I afli cei-taiu that tlie lidup^H 
tifln itin?Ke w 'i» STecy way equal to tliat, at OsfoEPdi 
C^4tt]jj^e„ I ; Ji rgmomber so»ie twelve yeaf^ ago tbal 
meetjAJ^gUcqji! IJishpps .mrre said to prefer. qandiT' 
da-t^B for ordinfttiJDn,£irom Dtirliam to those froin thp 
ty/i> grefl,t ,UnivarsitiGS., But a$ to social prcsti 
:p^li^IH dqOS uetimi^rWiitUthQmt.i Cwsequentlji i] 
i8|0iu^[ofr;tl>i^tGLJiestipiir Are ifou, .then prepared 
ri&k.*onJHfot.etichiai,miser{ibLe paltj'y gain.asitiflSi 
I look mioiiithis |>roiiQ*iitioa as the outoomiing ^d 
beliova thio miconsftions outcomiug ) of that spU'itt qj 
worldlincss which is pow suiTounding us witli &uchi 
teirihle dangers. Now tliat is what I think, and 






)a^ 



V 



must say it : though I would not willingly and un- 
necessarily cause pain to you or any one else. Is it 
coming to this that we are to be ashamed of the re- 
proach of the Cross ? Do we expect in every way to 
have this world as well as the next ? Is the Church 
expected to sanction a plan full of perils for souls, in 
order that this person or that may say he has been to 
Oxford or Cambridge, as the case may be ? Believe 
me this will never be. I pass by the 3rd and 4th 
plans, only remarking that my own personal feelings 
are steongly in favor' of a Catholic University in some 
delnfeatl^art of England; and that my firm convic- 
tion is that it <50uld be carried out successfully, if 
niot dirt 6!iice, yet shortly and by degrees. I pass by 
these two plans, because the main arguments for 
and Si^aiildt the 4th are to be found in the Review of 
which you are speaking, and every one can judge for 
hilnself : and as to the 3rd it has never in any way, 
that I kiow of, been brought prominently forward. 

86*1 6ome to the 5th plan, and I ask these persons 
wtto are so anxious for a University Education, be- 
f€*i ikte ChUlrch in this land has had time to turn 
hiS^^af <Jotmd, why do they not go to Dublin ? Say 
ifri6^*i6Sfit^a "JH^ arrangement; why do they 

itot^tfthestQ till*6nlfethilig can be done in England ? 
tJirf^ is a'-UnlV^rtity founded by the Holy See ; 
ttisfeiWsaiieftionj it cotdd have none higher. And 
in thatfci XTid^kity ^t«re to be found as able Professors 
as you can find in the Three Kingdoms. Any one 
must know this who has read ttiek eo^^f^^>^i^OTss. \?^ 
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tlio Atlantis, ■\vliieh was one of the most brilliant 
masterly Periodicals ever ptihlislied. One great name 
indeed is there no longer : and one most accomplished 
schola!r has been taken iWm this worid : hut as a 
whole that Univei-sity is worthily d6in^ its wort, 
and they who are left are following in the footsteps 
of those Ti^ho are gone. Why then cftn not otii* y oi 
^6 for the present to Duhlin ? Is Pi-ofestaut OJ 
Or Protestant Camhridge to be prefeiTed to a Univep^ 
Aity fomidetl hy the Holy Bee, and supported hy the 
whole Irish Chiu'ch? You say, ami perhaps truly, 
" that feelings of national prejudice have in fact 
lio share in keeping English Catholics away froftl 
tTiriversity of Dublin." Wliat then keeps "tl 
dway P Not the want of able Professors ; no; 
{he want of that social prestige wliicli is thouglit 
be gained by a residence at either of the two great 
English XJnirersities. Tliis is the only nieaninj 
can put on your woi-ds when yon say that "EngHi 
Eke Irish, Catholics have for the most part kept st' 
from it, because its claims to be a University, in 
true sense of the word, have not yet been snfficie&l 
recognized to inspire general confidence."' louol 
words they keep away from it, because it liAy 
been sufficiently long-established. Well, that^fa' 
aiscase which will mend every day. But tori 
^art I think they keep away from it, because th( 
have a mean hankering after Protestant social reco^ 
nition and Protestant social rewards ; and because 
la their hearts they are lia\i-as\ia,me(!L q5 -^^at tbfe^ 
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think the antiquated ways of their spiritual Mother. 
I have again and again seen this feeling in young 
meia;, a^d I have bliushed for their unmanliness, 
their j^^nt jOf generosity, and their want of courage. 

:I>T7iUi^ow jot down a few remarks on sonie of 
ypm- f^x^gaupents as they came. , 

: rX». / Jf the demand for Catholic Unive;rsity Educa- 
tion Jbe i^p, small, (as you say it is,) why npt hegin 
Tp|ihi i raj ^mall University, and let it increase , with 
tihiQ iflCf)ei3fiiag . wants of our people, ? . TherC; , is no 
r69^Q|i;^^y an English University could oiot get on 
wiitti]g.{;fqw students. Allowing to the full ^U that 
you ^ay,; you do not seem to me to have answered 
yii^iVf ' wa , examples of Ley den and Grief swald,. And 
whenyou.^ay that Universities can exist without 
lueii^ig XQCjOgnized by the state, but not without being 
EecQgnizied by sociely ; what do you m^n by. society ? 
Da .you, niean Protestant Society or Catholic Society 
OT botjh ? Pq you mean that a Catholic University 
caw^oj^ e;x;ist without being ,recognized by Protestant 
Sqcficity ?rp!Lf..so, I cannot of course agrc^e, .with ypu. 
A^d ;if , iqi; ^University is n,qt supported at its, begin- 
i^flg how is it to obtajjp. that recognitipn aftd status 
q^ ,7\rhich yoii sp^ak ? As^^: Jon seem tq , : want to 
d.0 .the jsf^rysame thi^g with a Univeripi1;y whiphyou 
Qorfiplginj pfi our wanting tp do , iq. the ^case pf young 
men. , .y pu . say that they have tp . swim for ? their 
lives :bp»t that we wish to keep them |0n dry land 
till we teach them how to swim. This is an unfair 
representation of what we do m^\i\ \>i\>iSX,V^ ^essysi^ 
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what you seem to wish in the case of a CathoiwI 

University. Yoimcj men are to keep awayfrcmi it 

till it obtains a rocoi^'mzed social jweition ; it ma&t 

remain empty till it is full. Indeed that Trould be «_ 

very long process. Yon say : " Timfe and-numberi 

are important coiitUtioiis of this sutccBs." - iWd^ 

L then, whilst time is going on, give numbers, noW'tq 

i tiie Dublin University 5 and then to one fouiidecLin 

Bngland, a3 soon as it is founded, and both wiH 

succeed. But your ai'g:nment hero seems to be thiad 

No University will do for us unless it has been .cw 

tablished at least many hundi-eda of yeorsj. for withd 

out tliis it haS' not tlio neoessaiy presti°».: .Mih 

Dublin has only been established £or a fewr yemBj 

therefore it will not do. A Catholic Univeraity 

founded in England will necessarily be in a Wtorsd 

position than Dublin in this resjiect; a forisoriM 

will not do. But a long-established. Uni^ei'sity witli 

a great prestige will do, whatever its character tmajr 

be. Oxford is such a UniTersity : p'r^o. Andbevo 

I wish to ask you one question. From w^kat yod 

know of the advocates of: this plan, do you tiiixikt 

they would bo content Tvith a Catholic Uiaiveftiby! 

if it were established ; or would they even ini thfat 

case prefer a College at Osford or Oamln-idge ? * 16 

yon say it depends on the advantages ofBeredy I.aisU 

yon if no sacrifices have to be made for the Faitiifl 

I say this because, fii-stly, you do not say a wo'rd £»"" 

Dublin as a temporary provision for English Students? 

. aofl sooondlr. I can seo no sign in your Letter ' 
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ifit^^f»mfll^^)BS^Msh6dvrboitlia proposed /^Hegei^at 
&s£BKd^ apdnfikixddJiy^lspeQldl^ 

yx)«tSs^Jr/iiiati^>1tin^obbdi>: of.iiieinrielclMe(^(fHmiiijb>'^^ 
bey(fe«fflrflg&,n(fa dMilb^tioi|i^>iiiid) ihe^aaieoessp/i^Krioi^*^ 

p6sitian,toiIiflMrvph^ ablertdipisjfit/byfirktf^ 

rfI2b jblSDontt iBjotiolEti^ili^ Giiur0l|ii eaimoi] pvdi^fid^ aii 

^Jieoitial jQiilti:tte>I)farr»^er ^bhMraiDovritbiQbfa^fa^E)! 

Mte^ n&d^cst^do tibeibccinti|»Bfi(Di& im^i lLa^&ii|^ikfa^ 
ite4S^no^rto)'ii|ec^lfla^'Jfliaw K will te© 

pereEiSTinyl opim6ii[)'irf>itfl^ 

irdEdsTand thfoaf JyQii kmroxA beuoffeirddd loii^* ljt)ife 
haidfy r^paffiibSevtb' iKmioetY^iA 
tSiaffKjkhisX' ^^T3o&s )ip «DteaIi50iiire(Biitefa*^ 
tbe77SBiipl07jiTUtll:)iIAb^ iiibT^ appEdd/tU^ 

urondsrto ani dDgumMit » Serf 1 yquio iadrersai?yi ycta ot^ib 
B(Diibl^e^ to<:4|ieir: b^izi^ applied iio'on^ oE iyi6i!i^)owfii 
Ir(a^vl|uri9i(dfiBd>iii sajon^^tkE^t }??ou apply ikeae) iiisoEdi 
tb&ii Sii!g^mjisit,aS>^vailM^ iHMglr/yadi 

wbii^lclieasnpppito teTibe/ascdlj^iaalifcebC.tke adTOcatiefic 
df tbe )^IOQd&QBd) 8ehefr[e/5r<()al)d )^ j^i)^i0usti BO^OBiB 
if ^)j^ yidi) f iff Idba^^Ba^uslBnt .be < las^ &i%]'ius i ymir say^ 
it surely )iiktta(smj9ita pUtoit) dinJ '^'^W]q11)2K)W< limast 
saj^ j^y? thisiargiiinektjof y^ttra) is>8oraibsiiu?di ' .You 
say ^ that^^thel ;01ilirob.Q9khci^ |)i^^ tim sofmihx iu- 
strtctioli^WcsMftse she haa iiOnD^^ra\fe> tons^oa^^^^ "^^^ 
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80. Has the state a Dinne comiuiHsion, in this 
matter ? Have any seculiii' teachers this Dirim 
oonmiiesion which you must eonsidei' necessary froj 
what you say ? If they liave it not, how can tbeji 
teach secular knowledge any more than th4 
Clmi-oh ? At the lowest the members of the Churchj. 
have as much brains as their neighbours. In whaib 
^■ny does a Diyine commission to teach supMniaturai 
knowledge make those who have it leas able to teaoht 
secular sciences, than those who have it not ? J)oea 
supernatural knowledge paralyze all the faciUties. of 
the sold, and the mind ? In. what way are 8t» 
Augustin, St. Bonaventure, Albert the Great, Sao4 
tus, St. Thomas, Saarcz, Vasquez, and De Lugo^' 
loss likely to be right in scientific or philosophical 
researches than persons who are neither Saints non 
theologians ? You must l^y this objection mean ono 
of two things, eithoi- that secidar teachers have a 
Divine commission to teach secular knowledge^ 
which the Chui-ch has not, or that tbe commission! 
being necessary and not existing, there can be noj 
possibility of such teaching at all. Foi' yon sayi:j 
"We have never heard that any promise of Divine 
giudance has been atfached to the Chm-ch withi 
reference to such knowledge." Wc also have neven 
beard of any such promise ; but neither have wft 
ever heard that it was wanted. You say : " witboxlf 
such a promise it is inipossililc that the duty of pro- 
vidiDg the intellectual culture foimed upon it could 
heen fulfilled." Has then "pm-ely human,. 
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seiedice " had this promise ? Has " anti-christian 
science "- had it? If they have not, where is your 
argiiment ? 3?his last sentence of yoYo^s, which I 
have quoted^ taken in another way is a mere truism. 
IfiinteUedtual culture cannot he formed ^/ without a 
promise," and no promise exists, then I allow, as you 
day, that the *' culture formed upon it" x^annot 
6xist.i But Ti^t'do you gain hy that? I must 
sisy that your argument at , this poiat is inpredihle 
confusiom 

1 ' 3; * You next have a good deal to say on what you 
cail " the equivocal use of the two terms * Catholic 
Ohurch/ and * create'. " Verbal criticism is always 
By mijs^able thing and in this case it is a dead 
failure. Every one reading the passage you criticize 
must see that the word "create" is used, not in its 
theological sense, hut in its popular acceptation. 
And the whole nueaning of the passage is as plain as 
possible. Oxford was a creation of the Catholic 
Church in the sense of being moulded, formed, and 
developed, accoi^ding to the spirit of the Church at 
that time* As a bullet takes the form of the mould 
in which it is cast, so Oxford was shaped in the 
nicmid of the Church. I mean this for nothing more 
tibian an ' illustration. Inanimate matter cannot ex- 
actly TO|)resent the truth about living intelligences. 
Whto you say that the Establishment is a creature 
of the state, as it is, you do not, I suppose, mean 
that the state made it out of nothing. And yet you 
might just as well find fault m\k \)ci'Ei ^ot^'''' ^st^^j^- 
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ture" in this sentence, as with the word "create" as 
used in the sentence of whieli you speak. But 
surely when you make so much ado about this 
word you should he very particular yourself. We 
ought to be careful about throwing stones when we 
are in glass houses. And yet what do you say ? 
" To create is in reality to make out of nothing. A. 
Catholic University in England would at the present 
day be a very near approach to a creation ex nihilo." 
If creating is making out of nothing, what is a crea- 
tion out of nothing, or "a creation ex nihilo," as 
you call it ? I should never have thonght of allud- 
ing to this if you had not been bo hard on this word 
'create,' And I may say that I could here note three 
passages at least where yoiu: words, as they stand, 
have no meaning, though it is very easy to see what 
you intend to mean. I may also take this op- 
portunity of saying that I have not spoken about 
your letter to the writer of the Review ; and con- 
sequently have no notion ^^hat he thinks of these 
passages on which I am commenting. Nor indeed 
have I had any, but the very slightest, conversation 
with him on the subject at all. 

4. "The gravest Fathei-s recommended for chiist- 
ian youth the use of Pagan masters : the most 
saintly Bishops and authoritative Doctors had been 
sent by Christian parents to Pagan leeture-halla." 
Do you mean this to be an argument for sending 
Catholics to Protestant masters and Protestant 
Jecture-halls ? You say " that the language of the 
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v€fry » XDiudstiino ^^aAlieiy who Ave kBown' to have 
B«ih D^t f ^nibederaht »of eirot shows how utterly 
fcitfelgli' '4o <4heiri i]ftin(i& ^oiild have been, the 
pfittciplfe •'wMchltbe > iD Review^ assumes 

i&b&ike Gtnljr' tpossible .ottte^fojt Ciitholios to* admit." 
AdCifH[4;o/,ixnidelstlsmd' thdn /that you dee no differ* 
d^ce.7 iDetid^esiiruatteiidaiioe * > at tPagau andt ■. at Pro- 
tbstaxid((l6dtitid)iiaUfi}^inI^oi:;^^ mean to isay that 
ybiiJitlimkinstn]^^ giisretnhy ;!l^agans as dang^ous 
tOJiiieirfailiiuhf ,thD»ler<Ti^> teoeiveltjias-iijiatruotioni 
ghrenoBjiffProteBtalkts?. .1 oawi haudly believe that 
jtfU ffhiiik tftisii » ■ CEvery! one^ oaiti !see 4;hat the nearer 
ihe' beiiidf ria>f f) th6 ^instru^toDs is to. the belief of the 

* 

instihict^df thei I ^itoateit osf^the d9'D^]t. . Jn fmt the 

disuDLgto ^v^^abv^ayls'ivaryfin auj inverseiratio tothedifr. 

ffea^Bce of « tlhe> beliefs^ ^ i Whbre . then, in this ease air 

sci^ois >y6tiroata^um€lnt ?/ i 1 mhist . again (fall . back on 

foM /loumi <wiards^i r without which I i^ould have had 

ardifiidulityrw^t td sajr : ■ >"It! i&/ heufdly possible to 

^anddi^e aa^rthilig) > inoord /fiiUy i than this^" Besides^ 

i[hi3l)ekain|(le ia^of^nonuise) whatdvw ibr your argu- 

meiat;^':oY(<waiaa^e.V€!grieareful to sfette (and rightly) 

that you condemn alt()|gethe(r jthiC pltoi;of ^ealding 

Cbiffailicel to Frotestooit -Colleges. . You a4tx>cate a 

(SatiiDlioIICollegefin a PitfteStant University. But 

iaQi))rtlfetirjBarfikr agbS'.OiutholMSs (because there was 

scai!bBly)'ia[ily>!daaikgcri inithis oase) were sentio the 

Pa^auBL )«c4i3>olfl ' of AthoM aid Alexlandria- i So this, 

i£f2tr.werti ahyj;argwaent inithiaqtiestionj would 

mtdkdfopjthatj Wliicih jrott tigHV^ cjb\\^<e«fiCL. ^\isiv> 

c 
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you must produce as an argument (even from your' 
own point of view,) is a Catholic College in a Pagan,] 
TJniversitj^ Yet even that according to our viewB 
woiild in reality be no example for tliis day. 

5. You say that we " argue as if we had the] 

loice between keeping young people on the one 
band free from all grave peril and exposing them on 
the other to the most terrible dangers." I have not 
the pleasure of knoi\ing any one who would argue 
in a way so absurd. But do you mean that because 
vre cannot keep them from all peril that therefore 

e arc to thrust them into many perils from which 
can keep them ? If I cannot keep a young man 
from vice, am I therefore to try to undermine his 
faith ? If we think that a man has a chance of 
being drowned in crossing the Atlantic, are we there- 
fore to throw liim over London Bridge into the 
Thames, before he starts on his voyage ? You say 
again ; " you will not allow a Catholic gentleman to 
be sent to Oxford, where he will be under strict 
j-eligious tUsciplinc and training ; but instead of this 
he will be sent to Woolwich or pei'baps directly into 
the army, or be made clci'k of the House of Lords, 
or got into one of the West End officer, or follow an 
English minister to Paris, Berlin, or Vienna, every 
one of which situations may fairly be regarded as 
more full of peril to his soul than that from which, 
you would exclude him. Will the Kevicwer con- 
sent to extend the conclusion of the argmnent in- 
roJved in his objection to these and other situations 
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Trhich might be mentioned ? Where will he stop 
and why?" Now I will say that I am firmly convinced 
that these " situations " are not more full of peril to 
his soul than that from which we would exclude 
Mm. I will say further that I am convinced they 
are not nearly so full of peril. But let that pass. 
I will tell you where we stop and why. We stop 
at necessity, and because we cannot help it. If 
by the will of God a man has to work for his living, 
he must take the best situation he can get. If he 
does not work he cannot live. Yet even thus I 
should think that every one who loves God would 
willingly make a great sacrifice of worldly advan- 
tages that he might be kept out of spiritual dangers. 
Still I see that the very persons who are in hiost 
danger would be least likely to make any sacrifi(36 
for this end. But are we to aid and abet them ? Let nit 
give you an illustration of what I am saying. We allow 
Catholic servants to take Protestant places, because 
otherwise the jioor things would oftentimes starve. 
But are we in addition to recommend them, i6t 
instance, to go and hear a Protestant Lecture Ws. 
some historical subject when we know that th^ 
faith will be represented in an odious or ridiculous 
light ? And I may say in passing that, whatever 
you may say or think, De Maistre is right, and 
^^ history since the Reformation has been in con- 
spiracy against the Church." It is in conspiracy 
against the Church now. Are we then to send 
these persons to hear such a leeWx^ \^^e,^Axs.^ ^'^ ^^^xv 



■ not help alloiiniit; theiu to go to Pi-otestaiit places i^l 
Tet this is the force of yoiir argument, if it has any.I 
" Wliere wUl he stop and why"? We stop where I 
common sense, and theology, and the stem logic off 

t.foctSj compel na to stop. Tliat is the where and! 

'the why. 

This will apply to what you say afterwards ahoutl 
law and medicine coming into collision ivith thee- 1 
logy ; and about attendance on lectures in Trinity 1 
College being a necessary condition for admission to I 
the bar in Ireland. When thei-efore yon aay of the I 
Reviewer, " I confess that I cannot see how he caul 
logically stop short of absurdities which I bad rather^ 
not allude to," you say that which is an extreme 
absurdity itself. But on the other hand, (though 
I feel sure you do not see it) the logical conse- , 
quences of your argument are simply immoral. I 
And so in their case the absurdity is a secondary I 



Now one word more on this point. You 
"Can you prevent a youth of twenty or twenty-one J 
from frequenting the society of bis father's friendfl f 
and being fascinated by tlieir follies and vices ?" J 
What is this ? Can I believe my eyes P If a 
father of " a youth of twenly or twenty-one" is so lost 
to all sense of shame as to have "friends" whose 1 
"vices" are likely to fascinate his son : if still ftir-' 
ther he is not asliamod of degi'ading himself byri 
throwing bis son into their company, then all I can' J 
sa^is that he has forgotten the Day of Judgment I 
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and is not fit to approach the Sacraments. How 
can he be, when he is leading his own son into 
sin? 

There is a sentence in the Review which you 
quote that runs thus ; " there is evidence enough 
of the injurious effects of English Protestant society 
upon the Catholics who court it and live much in 
it/' Upon this you remark; "To say nothiiJg of 
its starting from a supposition which I know to be 
wholly imfounded in fact, it seems to me to be of 
an eminently unpractical character." This is a 
mere question of evidence : I am certain that the 
supposition is true, and that it is founded alto- 
gether on immistakeable facts. I know it to be 
true. I have seen it, and see it ; and am I to dis- 
believe what I see ? If I stood alone in this opin- 
ion I might be diffident about it : but I am forti- 
fied by the opinions of others on every side. Be- 
sides, all writers on spiritual science agree that inter- 
course with Protestants, except for the purpose of 
converting them, is hurtful to the soul. No one 
can court Protestant society and live much in it^ 
without losing the brightness of his spiritual vision 
and, in a great measiu'e, the instincts and sympa- 
thies of the faith. What then do you mean by say- 
ing that this objection is " of an enunently impracti- 
cal character?" Is it "unpractical" to look after 
the soul ? If so, I wish that we were all a good 
deal more unpractical than we are. But what is 
the point of yoiu* argument kex^^ Xqv)l ^»s^ SJca!^ 



"the f)bsen'ation starts from a mistaken supposition 
and is eminently unpractical." What is it that 
you mean by this ? The supposition ia either false 
or true : if false, the objection drawn from it has no 
value ; if true, it has the greatest possible valuer 
Any one can imdcretand that. But to say that 
the supposition is untrue and the inference unpracti- 
cal tind then to argue about the mipi-actical in- 
ference, is a most wonderful confusion of ideas. 
Surely any one who pats a " respected writer" on the 
back, and tells him patronizingly to look after " the 
categories," ought to be a Httle more careful him-* 
self. How shall I chai-acterize this argument of 
yours ? With your permission, (can you refuse it ?) 
I will fall back again on your own words: "Itia 
hardly possible to conceive anything more silly than 
this." What should I have done if you had not 
written this sentence, and got it ready for me ? 
6 You speak of the "exquisite good sense" 
jich does not allow men " to eonfoimd the ideal 
"with the real." This is meant to be a slap at the 
" unpractical " people who object to the worldliness 
that comes from intercourse with Protestants ; 
and, God knows, from many other soiux^es too. But 
it misses the mark. These words, " to confound the 
ideal with the real," sound well but have litendly no 
meaning whatever. No sane man ever did or ever 
could do such a thing. I tvtU not say that a mono- 
znaniac might'not do it ; but I do not know tliat 
even in such a case it would he poasMe. Eor 
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instance, supposing a man to be real, would he " con- 
found the ideal with the real " if he fancied himself a 
tea-pot? Not imless a tea-pot be the ideal. But if you 
mean by this that we think it right always to 
do what is abstractedly best you unintentionally mis- 
represent us. We have no such absurd plan of ac- 
tion. I beg to assure you that we have heard of such 
things as Christian prudence and Christian expedi- 
ence : we have heard of them and we practise them. 
But we cannot see that to put souls in unnecessary 
peril, especially for mere worldly advantages, is 
either expedient or prudent or just. And there- 
fore as we believe that this "Oxford scheme" is con- 
trary to Christian prudence and Christian expedi- 
ence and also to Christian justice, we oppose it with 
all our strength. Often "we see that to attempt 
more is to effect less : that we must accept so much 
or gain nothing : and so perforce we reconcile our- 
selves to what we would have far otherwise, if we 
could." That " a mixed education may in a par- 
ticular time or place be the least of evils" I will 
not altogether deny. But this is not the time and 
Oxford is not the place for such a scheme. Some- 
times necessity compels us to " compromises," but 
never to " violations of principle." We may often 
have to choose certain positions, which abstractedly 
we do not like, which if left to ourselves, we would 
not choose ; but that is no reason why we should 
rush into dangers without any necessity for so doin^- 
You say, " The truth is, that t\ie C\mtOcL c^l^^V^sa. 
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it afraid of siiuli positions when they are miuufeet- 
ly provitlontial and can not be avoided." I do not 
know what yoii moan by saying that the Church U 
not afraid of that which is " manifestly proyideit- 
tial." How can she be afraid of anything that hor 
Divine Master sends ? And that which is " miuii- 

itly providential" comes from Him. I will teU. 
of what the Church is not afraid and of what 

lO is afraid. She is noi afraid of any power hu- 
man or diabolical, but she is afraid of disobeying 
God, and being unfaithful to the Incarnate "Word 
Who bought her mt!i His Precious Blood. She ia 
}iot afraid of any position in which she can W 
placed, hut she is afraid of betraying her trust. 
She never confounds " the ideal with the real," for 
that is simply impossible ; but she maJces herself " all 
things to all men, that by any means she may gain 
some;" and she always does that which is wisest and 
best and most prudent, justest and most oxpedienfe 
under the ch'cumstances. That is what the Church 
does. 

7. You continue; "lam proliably to blame in 
not being able to distinguish between the Seview- 
er's seventh and eighth reasons." Well, there I 
agree with you. But if as you say yourself you 
are probably to blame tn not distinguishing, why 
did you not take the trouble to distinguish ? 
If on the other hand yoii think you are not to 
blame, why do you say that you are P I do not 
understand men when they talk in this way. We 
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cannot commit the Church to a false position, 
because she is only responsible for that which she 
does herself. And the Church of course cannot 
commit herself to any false position, for she is di- 
vinely guided. But portions of the Church may be 
committed to false positions in many ways. The 
seventh reason then says abstractedly that it is 
better for individuals to lose faith or piety, than for 
us to "implicate (any portion of) the Church in 
relations which involve false principles." The 
eighth says that " the founding of such a hall would 
be a public and authoritative sanction, and even 
invitation," to Catholics to send their sons to Pro- 
testant Universities. To commit ourselves to 
false principles and to invite others to do the same 
are plainly not the same thing. Truly therefore 
do you say that you are " probably to blame," if 
you do not see the difference between these 
two reasons. 

There is one point on which I must now dwell 
for a moment. I will speak of it more fully further 
on. Alluding, I suppose, to the seventh reason, you 
say ; " a rigorism, such as the Church has never 
yet sanctioned and which quietly contemplates ^ the 
risk to a number of individuals,' nay, * the loss of 
any number of individuals,' appears to me likely to 
place the Church in a far more false j)osition than 
that which it would occupy by following another 
course." 

I think that you will see, on eoT^%\^'^'t^NAss^«> ^Oc^a^ 
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Dut thai' having lieeii ■wriftcn it ought to ho retracted. 
Such a charge, as you have matle, ought never to 
be made against any one, much less against a 
Priest, wlio "by his office is bound to have a great 
loVe for souls, and a great sorrow for their lose, 
liflless it can he most certainly proved. Toii 
Bpbak of the rigorism wliieh " qnietly contem- 
plates^' the risk to numbers, of individuals., 
horrible and a terrible thing, if it be true. ' ifeut 
what are the facts? There is not the slightest 
graund for the charge. I turn to the seventh reason, 
and I read as follows : "Much as we deplore that anj 
shotdd be exposed to the occasion of losing eithe^ 
faith or piety, still ere« this must le endured, ratiiei 
than" compromise the Church, as far as in us liesl 
Again; itivouldhe "a*rtrfbutpafer alternative" &c. 
I told you before that the "writer of the Ec™^ ha'4 
espressed no opinion to riie on those iiiatter^ 
Conseqtiehtly I do not know what' he has felt ab6tti 
Such a charge. T know what I should haVe felt 
myself, and I think he must have felt it keenly. -'I 
would not leave any one under such an imputatiotl 
as this, if I could clear him frohi it. There is rid 
need to defend the Reviewer against such a chargfe; 
in the face of the Church. Btit I say this to 'j'aa. 
by whom the charge has been made. The ^li^ 
eontempUdwu of the loss of souls is something terri- 
ble beyond thought. And I am able to say, ' froin 
t'liaig ae^jain tance with' the Kcvieww, ttiat ttiisi ' la 



one,9|tIie^las^ ^hings which copld justly 1^qJ^i| 1 1^ 
Ijis ctiarge. And I will say plainly, for it as ,^tj^ 
tc^ have it out, that such an accusation is ; o^e^f^^^ 
and unjust, in the highest degree. I, do not^pnys^ 
pare about hard names nor about most kinds of^\^^^ 
inents; leaa.stand many things, I may s^ij W^f 
things, very easily, but I could not have, stifo4i,t^^|;^ 
It is for the honor of, the whole i'riesthopd ^^'^X 
resent this charge. ">i\„\vt 

i^^urther, as you hnd fault mik this oightlfl,|^gi^j- 
ment, for th,e reason you give, you must, if g'flf'jf 
words express your meaning, take an oppo8iii^,9f,^ 
ieast. a. dilTerent view. But on this point, ,.fi^ i^^^ 
Question is stated, there is no different view whif^if^ 
iio^p also an, opposite one. Therefore I am, j.'^^lj^^^ 
in supposing that you would put the matter ■^\'\if[^ 
'.Much as we deplore that any portion of the C)^ppL 
should beoonunittcd to relations which involy^.^sp 

Wffi^^MyVfflmeTOgrn yp^*j^jpflfcfOfl!^ 
^,j^e{^^g.*.,[^^ tl:^9,ti I.ttpii]£,4^,pearithe,pj^^. /,. 
-h?it ■.^tijr,f.,J0ji ,9J^y :i,"j:?sfqitd ^t9,Q\ktWv(WH.'if 



pregnable will assuredly \>c lost if too ruocb ioipinttn 
anco be attached to their preserration. It is cnlyll 
by iniyins of these that tho walls of the citadel canr ' 
bo scalal." Such a citadel and suub outworks.^ 
would indeed be a curiosity. If it is only by thesQo 
outworks, as you say, that the walls of the. citadel ' 
can bo scaled, it was sui'cly b:ul enf;ineerint( toputt^eE] 
outworks there atall. Without thcmtjiecitadel nasiJ 
sale. And being thus by itself wboUy impregnaWeiJ 
the eugincer, who built outworks by which aktfiQ;itiJ 
coxdd be taken, must liavc been a traitor or,a,:f«oL|j 
But I do not believe that such a thing everexistedi 
as a fortress altogether impreguable except for.itsij 
outworks. If a forti-ess can be taken ivben it ihasi J 
good o,utworka you may be sure it could Iiavg beQu I 
more easily taken without tliemt "We do npt px|j^e(iiJ 
ainiiles to be perfect on cyery ^ide. Even Homer's/J 
similes are not altogether exact: we inow tluatjia 
when they are long, thoy halt in a good many plar»(l 
ecs. But a simile used for an argument oiigbt nj&t^a 
to be nonsense. And this simile of yours is on ih&tm 
whole the worst tluit I have ever sfion, as faras,!.)! 
can remember, except that celebrated one of Mp-!3 
Montgomery's, . '.rJ 

" Tlie soui ftapiriiig pants its eoorcc to mount, ■ M 

As streatua meander level with their fount." , ,,|| 

I'urtlier, no outwork of tlie Chm-di ever haaA 
been taken or ever can be talten. Be assured ofia 
tliat. It is just as possible for tho citadel of tbdiJ 
Chureb.toitiUiasiuX'pnc of her outwurlirS>ia'£aUjtti±£j 



a»ythiflg fells, by its falling it is proved not to haVe ^ 
b^feift an outwork of the Chiircli. I will only add that 
a denial of the fact that there are Antipodes ^aa 
nerer and could be never, in any sense, an outwork 
of the Church. 

Still on one or two points, we are agreed. And 
I hope you will believe me when I say that I 
make no question of your motives though I dislike 
so iiitensely your scheme. I do not doubt that ' 
your object, as mine, is to promote the good of 
the Church. We differ about the way, that is all. 
I make no pretence to a monopoly of zeal : I should 
be fooliish if I did. I therefore respect your motive, 
though I condemn your plan. 

1: I agree with you as to your remarks on so- 
called Risttionalism, down to the quotation, Ssepe 
exptignaverunt &c." I wish we had a better name 
for that fortia of misbelief. Catholics are the only 
persoms who reason logically from the Revelation of 
GM, and it is only in and by the Church that the hu- 
man-reason can be perfected. I think that it is at 
le^t just as bad to deny the Infallibility of the 
Chtrfch as it is to deny the Inspiration of the Scrip- 
tures. And unbelief about the Blessed Sacrament 
seems to me as pernicious and more illogical than 
unbelief in the Incarnation. As there is no rational 
resting-place between denying the possibility of all 
miracles, and testing each miracle, now or at any 
other time, on its own evidence, as the Church does; 
so'^thereis no rational restmg-ip\8^^ ^^^^3SN^^\^. ^^5^ 
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stves and submission to our interior light, what^yw 
it ny^y be. For submission to an external authority, 
whioli ia not Diriuc aiui infallible, ia absurd. _ Afli 
to this day it is, a mystery to me hoyr jneA ,9^ J^ 
liove in GJod, and yet Ijelievc that He, th^I)t€^3B^ 
Father, has cast TTjs creatnres adrift iu tiiis, wpr^ 
without an infallible authority, to show theift,|^ 
Truth and keep them in it. ,'■■■■ \x 

Bishop Colenso has reasoned truly, stajHiig fco^ 
the principles of the Reformation. If the , otl^ 
Bishops and the ministci-s of the Establishment do j^ 
all agree with him, it is because they have npt, dapej 
to follow out theu- principles to a logical conqlusio;^^j 
but each one has stopped at some arbitrary poin^ 
without rhyme or reason. And in passing, X pj^ 
say that it would be almost impoasihle, I think^ t^ 
find any remarks more inconsistent, inconseq^ucnfe 
and meaningless, than those of tlie Bishop of IJnq^ln 
on Bishop Colenso, which just lately have ^^ 
printed in the papers. What are we to think of i 
tional men, who refer to external authority in] spiri,'^ 
ual matters, meaning hy that, a judgment of h^T^ 
lords and Bishops, or a fortuitous concurrence, pfa^ 
tieles, or any of the many standards and coiifeasi^nj 
of faith, which men, forsaking the guidance of ti^ 
Church, have devised fi-om time to time ? Indeed ^ 
think we may say truly of Bishop Colenso wh^jl 
Macaulay in effect said untruly of the schoolmen : Ji 
is wonderful how a man of such natural Bagatjitg 
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cfea,'l6^§if'^''&iy'i!W]4k t!iat it'dbfe^. My reason 
aid'^^'f^Ifii^My ■'wiioW'inMd amd instincts, are 
a^s«'^tKa'jm'y6ii'Uaf6<^te. '• lam oonTinced it 
&'fm^k'mSSty''i^i-ihitdt sovia: Ijttt I hate no fear 
Sik ':ii6 ms^'^boidii; M Ttiia als6 eonyineed that 
S W'iiker Mbe^. " iJhOto^hi as I said, I am en- 
^f ipdkiit'^bb^ tiid aiithorsMp of this Letter, 
fh, ft^'ifelflbhftK/'l'caitiiot pretend to be ignomvi 
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,at least 1 tlU^k tM^i i^t jsiclcar. i Xoi»iB^Rt,li 
i^inefaeoAe of the writer? iu tbe^amjblpir, a|^4i 
Ilome.apd Tweigp Jle\^pw^ , A1,i;ariy,, rjte 
(Ctter sdiqIU of tbafc Home ami roraigu lUivipT^ 
hrliieli now, l)j" tlwj blessUig of God aad tlio watcJj-' 
jieps of the II0J.J See, is.llko Tri^y,, Oa .tha^.fif- 
ratic Peiiodical, liappily for ;tUo,nClirti'di ift, !^tg- 
,lajid, the Eitinguisher stauds.for.eyer- ,- I),-ji:^ji;iI4 
py more of it here if it were up j*nd strong! lybufe J! 
> not wish to kick even a book wiien/it is,<lpWTQ' 
[ you never , had anything to do ivith tliat pu,bif- 
jp.tion and did not ap[»rovc of the line it; topk)i^i!( 
ipnvenience I speak, of tlie t^wo as one)* thrift, 
hereby apologize to you for thinking so ; plemHijgJ 
, for excuse what I consider the strong fiimilyUktJn^B§,J 
I have now a few remarks to make on tl4e plap 
in particular and also generally on our positiofl^ t. i; 
^^—■. 1- The opponents of this Oxford scJienjja Setfl 
^^K to be a questiou of the most vital importapif^-; 
^^nit they also feel that the issue does not ro&t yvM 
^^Kiem. The final appeal must be to that authpri^J 
^^Khose decision is law to all Catholics. This bei 
^^^0, it would be absurd to say much of that wl 
they are prepared to do in defence of their viewf. 
I will therefore only say that, il'it did depend (^j 
them, they would feel it to he a question on wliich ih^] 
could, so to say, neither give nor take quax'ter. Bui 
still as the question is being disciisscd it is open, to; 
any one to show us that we are wrong if lie can.' 
^^>^/ on this question and on all qviiistioos-tl^ lii 






S3 



p^4 dn Ibbtti sides ought not to give an uAteertaih 

i^tdld; If any man thinks I am wrong let him prove 

it and I will acknowledge it at once. All that I 

fiftipuiaie for, is- that he i^all not hegin by ^ying 

-tbslt he ilhihkS i afii "nearly right, and then set to 

-Work io pW)ve that I am altogether wrong. I trust 

-ttifei Wfe shall' always write with proper courtesy one 

^tdwd/idi anbther : at the same time I like every man 

^*6<iU4a'Spiade, a spade, ahd say plainly what he 

IMnks:' 'We ought to say what we mean, and mean 

-^ixSbH Vi^e say, fof we are in perilous days, and more 

'^feril6tD§ *dky* iare coming, if the signs of the times be 

^tnie^J • AM' long as the dykes are strong and sound 

-Wed^atlkeep out the flood. But who can tell the 

efltect Hif one rat-hole ? And if once the waters rush 

^tttitt thien'Woe to the fi'uitful plains. Still we are 

not aftsSidtliS iiil this^ matter, for we are persuaded that 

'thife ^liiii' 'can nevfel-'be carried out. I do not believe 

that'^thfe^'Chctord or Cambridge will ever agree to it : 

'iaind ^tti'if they were to agree to it, and the Church 

-W*i?^ ttt' buffer' th^ plan to be tried, I am certain that 

it W6idd= iever vrotk. ^ You have settled no doubt in 

^f6^ 6Wn mind that the right thing is to put 

the bdU On the neck of the cat, but though I 

tot no prophet, yet I can venture to say that it 

TiHlil bt^' a long waiting before any one hears the 

tinkling of that bell. And indeed if Oxford oflfered 

to riBceive us as proposed, that very fact would 

ill itiielf be an argument and a strong ar^oxs^<53cA» 

'i^iinst the plan. I wish t\iat qjOLo\»J3LQ^ ^^^Rsssis* 

E 
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fcir it is- a good qubtatibn after' all': as true ab4'H 
as it Was in tlie days of Virgil. What Bane "wiB 
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done for tliem, and what could they gaiti, that "w6 
should at once trust the aihuncos of those who by 
the necessity of the case must theologically be bar , 
enemies ? And turning from them to ourselves hiiJ^' 
ioany do you crpect would be on your side ? ' I be^' 
.Heve that the nimibers of those who are said'tol!*' 
wishing for tliis College are coimtod by tens whei 
they ought to be counted by ones. I feel certain thiit 
the estimate of their numbers is greatly exaggeTftted, 
and tliat like fame that estimate " vires atfqiiirfi; 
pundo." Poll the Priests of this land andoleven'tti 
'of twelve will be against yon : poll the laity'a&d 'fii^' 
out of sis wiU be against you. I have such' a re- 
spect for our laity as a body that I do not doubt and 
cannot doubt, but that they would Avitliout a pa^i^ 
cast aU worldly advantages behind then- back9i''ffi 
they bad to be pm-chased by the least peril to th^n?' 
childrcns' souls.' And may God bless aU who lto( 
this. You say; "This great Question is at tMa t€*3r 
moment solving itself whetheT wo will or no." "I^i 
that I answer, This great question can not solyb it- 
self nor can we solve it. It can be solved only' by 
the Holy See. And " those members of our derg^, 
nobility, and gentry," to quote your own words, '* Whb 
are directly interested in the question of TJniverait^ i 
■Education can not be impressed with too lively a COli- 
>h'6n, " tba t all that we can do ia ttv\s 'cos.tte^ ia ^ 
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ll^^^tih^t i|i j^ ^f)j;^}i^^^l^^^ for 

Ij^ tp. act.j la jQw^jr qtV^p^tions the ^cly ^Pathep 
<?<Hisi4l,t^ tljja.{^he^,a»k^s(^etp^e^^ e|iren the p^udi* 
f^ of tho^e.qyer whonfi hp r^ile?, when hQcan do so 
W^thput iuj Twy to them :; but this is [ a question jin 
which: h^ oaijL cQnsult no one except himself and that 
Hiyine Master Whose Vicar he i^. Yon say that 
" -thp interests bo^h of religion and education will as- 
«[i|ii^edly sufEer the most deplorable loss if we persist 
iijL jsJiUitiiug our eyes to what is going oa around us/* 
.J5ut,W6. ourselves, in religion and in education, wiU 
assuredly suffer a. far more "deplorable loss,'* if we 
persist in ppening our eyes on the world and its ad- 
iv^oitage^, andiii shutting them on God and the Vicars 
of r His Son. "What we have to do therefore is to ask 
theHoly See for its decision in this matter, and cheer- 
fully accept the answer, whether it be for us or 
against us. I feel as strongly as any one can against 
this plan, but if the Holy See decided in its favor I 
should think that it was wise and good. I do not 
mean that I would stick to my own opinion and pre- 
serve a respectful silence about the Holy Father's 
iiecision. That is a course which is simply beyond 
my comprehension. I have never been good at split- 
ting hairs, and before one could be able to do any- 
thing like that, the amount of hair splitting to be got 
through is something perfectly appalling to contem- 
plate. Sometimes indeed in indifferent matters, " a 
man, convinced against his will, is of the same opinion 
still." But there is no rooxa ioxXScoa i^ftcko^^^^^^^ 
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^^^uuna a^d jji-cscrvc a respectful sil«Oce wliieu Itouie 
tyis spoken is iutellectuaUy cluldisli ami mwftlly Biiif 
!\)1: and both iutellectuaily iuui nmxaAly ^togetliMt 
Qputraiy to the, spirit of tlie CJjiurch.. , It nmjf- be, tiUJ 
iwerpd, Wliat do[j".pu pay abpiit, th<*se matteraMWt 
i^cljidpfl ill tlie promise, -of, tUe jafaAUbUityi of l tJA 
Chureli,?, I wiHtellyouwliatlsfly. liBy theDiwine 
J;rouiis&tlic CliUiTcU i^ inuurdiattily and du'eotly in* 
fallible oil all (iuestioiis of iiiitU:aud morals, .'.But 
indircctlj:, she is. also i]xraUiblo on dogmatic fiiots* 
^S| is, ccrtaui, a^ we , kflpw fewjx the case oi* Janseilt 
V^j, .l^Uouglishc can form bio. euperiuitural jwlgmeittfr 
^bout facts whicb do not touch doftina or owna intd 
cpUisioii wiUi, it, yet tilt' moment tlmt an,' ipiaUiibte 
jud^metit about facts is necassai-y foa* defluio,^ abiaTfa 
t^cle p^ iaitb or .comic mniiii:;; a prop<)sition, tljen., eha I 
abl^ to foiTUitliat judgmeat, for otherwise ; ,tlio ^H 
Klisp .would, liave failed. , ThTis^he decided on the Jbm 
t^t tUc FiYc i'ropop^titms wcio in the hook of iJansi 
iv^ ,In tbe;same way she judgis, inf(dUbly,.ft^oi; 
fi^(!ts relating to morals, as in the Canonization < 
tjie Sfiiats. I say ilten. further tliat she .is.ahAel 
ju^ge inlallibly .i^bout dogipatic tl^ofries^ asi.mfiiX}i 
dO|giuatic/(;c^s, , , Jf iiny system of physics, :iine&a|>h] 
M9|^, ejhica, or p3ycLi)logy,' comes into poUisioa ■ mU^ 
i^p !Faith she ca,n,ju4s? infalUhly aboat itr . /E^tiM 
Bishop Jiiifkcley hold (orthuughlf he liehlor did 
kjiw^' , that lio did not hold) a certain theory aboojl 
tt^^„Xl^p,fihiu:t;|f dji-cctly ,couUl.i;o>;u\,uo.AvyBeia 
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•Kim, we caji not from them know Him petfeet^ as 
taJIis Essence." So a system of ethics, which would 
make it impossible to hold the vioarious Sacrifice oi 
fVi Lord, must oome accidoutaUy witUiu the i^&gs 
I'Vf her luMlihllity. I &ay the same iof any of tba 
jnew- systems of psychology, supposing- for instaiwflj 
that one or more of them be found to ooatradict th? 
tffuo doctrijie about the Hj-postatical TJnion. ' .GonBW 
^outly -whatever the Holy See may decide on this 
I'i^Mfistion must bo right. Tor thus it comes indirect, 
tjyimthin the range of her iofaUible decisions. ' An^ 
C should reoeiTe that decision with full interior 
nt, even, if it should he against me. I shoidd tlu&l| 
tat I had, in forming my opinion, overlooked son)4 
l-important print^iples or facta which: altogether ' ^tai 
a aspect of the qut^tion. That is my view of the 
Mtear, ■ ■, ■ 

I in 3. The Church never can be afraid of any dlBcoT- 
jsies of science, for the same God Who created the 
'■world revealed the Bible, and established His Church* 
Therefore it is simply impossible for any disooveri^ 
of geology or astronomy to contradict the 8aere4; 
Scriptures or tlie Creeds or any d" the teaching of 
the CliLQ-ch. I can see God in the flowers and thO 
trees, in the mountains and^the sea, in the earth and 
3 stars, as plainly as I can see Htm in Isaias or the 
alms or the Gospel and Apocalypse of St. John. 
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He is seen in the creatures of His Hand as He i| W 

seen in the Apostles' Cre«i, or the Creed of Pope Piu^ H 

_ ar (!Ae JOo^^raas and X)efimtion9 ottke CVwutiu., '^'^I 

M I k^ S 
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Mimfd^mijEpMtiAM>iB,ii^ bias fiadtH.-'iW^ 

^h^tSji0^ icBtitire midst 4)6 iUotr^'to'^tOspieiid bili!» 
|0^fk^ti%lpd'^^iirp!Site ' thai i^i)d0]^^<lisib(>ye 
iiihMM^taii^(a(M^^ fcicts ist to dssy, *■ bacmne de^ 
talfi<i^d aiK$^t££]Ledifal8^o^ dE>t04iibtrom ' ' S^ien^d 

l^liittA a^'boob dh^dca^ ph^ical sciende} and theiiirf^ttM 
^e^hatecdkioeibriii^i^yi^a^^ sifter two ar'thte^'yeai:^ 

ti^^di^sr^biiii^ft^ givesv Upy^^diibwiiiiK^ is lielieTT'ed 
tbiil(Pbefd]te?*irlJiiddubted.' ■ We hatie; beett it6ld^ for jini 
iPtiih^ 1Sl^1^'iMiidi^%82,@O0^^t^ i^ifdet^p and 
that its mean distance from the earth is 95,O@0iOO(X 
iHfl»8U> $*&&[> flii^^ihti i^docitjr off light) is^^^veii at 
ldfi,^0(!Ka]&led4^bcbnd UigMt^^hbs<}6ng>b€)^ii!rthon^ 

thli^^tiifA thar0cil3'4dme'<rety l^^ei^^nrdr €i;sf itol^^ 
idst^^ke^iki :th^ ^^stm tfroln ^lasc ^ i < TeM dl(tei93dJ!ibe ' 4;hiiir 
ibofi|}fitei£E^tdjr ^y:aj^imai2u^' ^rd^ 
^ obgi»r^^lfi!gt^ tfie^ntecif ti«^ Ywtsuk oy^r M^ Ms&J 
l^ttJtes^ssitiilLi^tto^heid^^ I^ bcM 

Mf&ihdf^eifesjd Hn mrhich^t^is ^(yvr ^ettled^ that # 
i^'iak^plaoeip/i88^ If it bhirald tiUm'<oi)t ih^ 
thei'ldhrdfr iiiit&i siiii'ai meansii distande from us is ^ 
gfB^ iiupoit tejpeeted; iithat iare^ v^e^ td "think of all th^ 
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And asti-ouomy is generally reckoned as one of the, 
surest of the sciences. Of conrsc this question bl 
the distance of otu- earth from tlie sun affects all cal'^ 
culations of the specific gi-adties of the fixed stari 
and planets, and the ijeneral principle of graritation. 
I only ^ive this as one instance. The conclusions of 
science mnst be more certain than they are bof( 
they can influence! thedlo^. Has the Church fcj' 
trouble herself ahout these ever-changing phases df . 
hutoan opinion ? Wlien a thing is absolutely certain 
it is time for her to give lier attention to it. I go ott 
further to say, at the risk of being mi^repres6hted, 
that the importance of all om- material progress! is 
most absurdly exaggerated. And this is intima^^ 
connected with what I am saying. There are" iv^a 
things that men are always doing in these days! 
They exalt the material most foolishly above the in- 
tellectual ; and still more foolishly tbcy set the intel- 
lectual above the moral. Now material progress' in 
civilization and the comforts of mankind is good; 
but let a due proportion be observed in these things. 
Take for instance Macaulay's Article on the Baconian 
philosophy ; it is simply pernicious and detestable 
beyond expression. Most truly did Emerson say of 
him that in his ■n'ritings he degi-aded the hiunan in- 
tellect to the rank of a saucepan. Utterly mistaken 
and wi-ong as Emerson is we can not but feel much 
sympathy with him in many points ; but as to Mac- 
aulay there is scarcely a single point on which we 
bare any sympathy with \i\m aV aJi. "fife ^s tWi 






qi4ci^y,t^Pn!Qf [p)W» (tear, emepwp$,,c^, idp, the aan^ei 
J|.tb4.tW%p?Wi }>e s9i^|;j^e4,nfiope widely; ;]by,l^^q,p3 
Qjf „%p i printing p^ess, so also.,§ii§pJx9c4s .^ft .more 
Tvjji^y; spre^f I Tl3i,e,iiJ|<;ti 4^, i^^t^ thfi |reJatiye|>q|jitioin« 
Qjf.the.^eTyants.qf. God aM the isej-'yai^it^, of, ttie worjii 
ajfptigi^iV}h what they always \vc?:f^^^[^yi^^)s^5f??^^^^ 
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^H o( which WG boast so much ai-e made in the loweSl 
scale of creation, for inanimate matter is lower hy 
far tlian the heasta of the field and the birds and 

k fishes and reptiles. I am glad tliat all these discoT- 
eries should be made, becaiise Grod created inanimate' 
tofttter and it represents some idea in Ills Divine- 
3Mind ; and He has given us our mtellects which 
may cserciso on it. But let these things k( 
their place and not seek to intrude into an order 
which they have no light of entrance. Tlien I cani 
regard them with pleasure and even with a certain 
degree of reverence. It was in days on whicb. we, ia 
our pride of intellectual and material progress, look' 
do\m with pity, that St. Francis Xavier and Blessed 
Peter Claver went forth, to the East and West, in 
the strength of the Son of God, and stonned the very 
Htrongholds of Satan. It was then that the voices 
those mighty Apostles rang, like clarions, through^ 
the world, proclaiming the tidings of Redemption to! 
tliose who were sitting in darkness and the valley of • 
the shadow of death. Where is there now in th^B;] 
enlightened days a man sturing the great heart otl 
Christendom, dragging men from the world and lift- 
ing them up to God, as St. Erancis did, by liis burning' 
words of love? "WTierc is there a man strong and, 
majestic, like my own St. Charles, moulding and 
fashioning mens' hearts by the pattern of the Gospel, 
building up whatever may be broken dovm, and thril- 
ling the whole Church by the fire of his own burning,; 
taii P WImt arc our material tn\iro\A\s^ttvumi3lia, 
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like these ? What is knowledge without love ? If 
by the knowledge of new chemical affinities and the 
discovery of new stars, a man feels himself lifted to 
God and more filled with love for Him, then, I say, 
work at chemistry and astronomy night and day. 
But if the sufl. should be found to be 150 millions of 
miles away, shall I love God either less or more than 
I do now, when its distance is supposed to be 95 mil- 
lions ? Vega is said to be 75 millions of millions of 
miles away ; what difference will a few millions of 
miles make ? It is contrary to reason to believe 
that in such a distance there can be even an approxi- 
mation to truth. Now do not say that I see no good 
in astronomy and other physical sciences. That 
would not be the truth. But I say again let them 
keep their own place, and do their own work. And 
do not let them and their uncertainties be set up 
against that teaching of the Church, whatever it may 
be, which is just as certain and true as God. But if 
these things bring no spiritual benefit, what is the 
use of them ? Again I shall have the answer, To 
teach us more about Grod and His Works. And again 
I say what is the good of that, unless it unites us 
more to Him? And indeed all these discoveries are 
merely questions of degree. The knowledge that we 
have of God in the greatest and most wonderful of 
His Works (I am speaking of His works in the order 
of nature) is the same in kind that we have by 
looking at a daisy. Abraham and Job saw the glo- 
ries of this world and the beauty ot \Jcife ^^mcl, ^kss^rs^^ 






or Ncptuue or TtTl>siuliore does not sensibly io-jny 
mind incrtiasQ my wonder ov my love. Sup|>oae: 
could be settled 'wiiqthei' tUe porpusoular or theun; 
dulatory tUeory ,of ^ligUti be, taioj wbat advantagi 
would it bo ?. If a iiian belieyes iu tlw eorpusculay 
theory, bow is Ue worse,?/ Or il'aiiotlier believesiin 
4b#undulatory theory, bow is be better? _ Qn^uppose 
that, both thwuiit!s,be,MToiig, wliat doea it matteu 8 
It will not make us love God less qr more. . i 1 :^tj9 
aoid rcvereoioe God iu all Itis Wortsi and so Iicanr 
aot;o±' c^m-se iind fault witii menfor mveetigalang, 
these woi'kfl, so glorious and so wonderfuL i loomU' 
plaiu of them seeking linowledge for its men sa^ 
and forgetting that tbei-c is a due i>roiiortiou evoniia 
the works of Qod.i Tims as I said, tlioy setthe mah 
terial above the iat-elleutual ami the inteUeotiuiliabOTrfr' 
the moral. If Hersohei used to sit up oiifht laftarJ 
aight to wateh tliegtars, be isamii't^.to-Bcieiio^ 
and bis zeal in the pureidt of knowledge can a^vgii, 
h© sufiijciontly iH-aised. But if a Saint stays upnight 
after niglit oa bLs knees tp hohl commuaiou vvith' tht 
Creator of the stai'*;, ivith Jesus, Himself the Mi>rnv 
ipg Star fff aj^r. more glorioas world, he is.at oiMsfi 
set4ow;a as a fauiatic or an eatJiuslast. iSoionti^c 
flieu who jEtake discoveries in the uatucal wpcld i ai» 
to be, commended ; but they who mate discovarjeB 
ifl the spiritual world, that is, the Saints and the 
theologians of the Church, and indeed all bumhH 
ihjjdlike souls wlw walk with God, arftitftfesii 
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nibi, hv patdsed by' with a oontemptaous sneer. And 
thisis :tlif0 i^irit (rf the agei This is the spirit of 
these t6 whom soiAe persons wish our youth to go 
for their edu^attonl Bnt it is not the 'spirit of truth. 
<^ ^he^ oontttwy it is the spirit of falsehood. All the 
•giftB»^ of i !nattffb ate a6 nothing compared with^the 
i^ttiadlest gift bf grace; All this material creatioh, 
W^ond^ui; glorious, majestic, as it is ;r all Iptebn^tar^ 
iy&^DiB, fettetciiij!^- away into the depths tif s^ace* ) 
)all^ossible> creations that ever may be, are as mWbhin^ 
in^&6 sigM bf God coinpared with one victory Of ^ttte 
s0fd.iOTer one t^nptation. And yet men do not seo 
iMs 'and will not see it. They multiply books of usie- 
fiil >or taseless knowledge, compendiiuns of erery 
science under the sun, encyclopedias, and I know 
not what : and these things shut God oat instead bf 
bringing Him into sight. They ke^ on making dis- 
cdTerieSLJo£ w^md^ful tny&teries», but these things atb 
jaofe referred tO'Him by Whose lawta those m^steri^b 

II ^TiiefB «?e'p6oplo who think that some discoveries 
in thbinatuial order are diangerous because they coii- 
ttadl6t or stem to contradict a reveled truthv But 
iids» ifij 801 idle fear. We need iievfer difettii/b dtirfel^feSa 
far lane 'mommi* afeotit the Rev^latioh of God. Wfe^ 
:dom iS' justified in heir works of the natural order as 
well «ta in! her ohildi?en. If any supposed discoveri^ 
of'Sdienoe^ do Teally contradict Bevelatiom they a,ib 
necessarily' untrue. And if they need to be harmoh- 
i0€dl witii Scripture or the teao\mi^ cSl^a ^Sto^Oc^v"** 



■wnst !«! shown that this can be done if they are to 
Tw believed. If tbey can nut be so harmonized, the 
worse for them. God is true and the Church is true 
and the Bible ia true. All science, all metaphysics, 
all philosophy of every kind, must he brought into 
liarmony with the Taitb, not tlie Faith with them. 

^^^ Now (to show that intellectual knowledge does 

^Hbot necessarily lead to the truth) Neivton was a gi-eat 
' man intellectually, and yet be was supremely ignorant 
of Divine Truth. Wlien he brought that intellect 
which was so soaiTiig in the physical world to the 
study of Revelation, most lamentable was the failure. 
The strong man became weak and the piercing eye 
was smitten with blindness. Ho was an Arian, ac- 
tually ignorant of His Creator, and that sublime 
Mystery of the Ever-Blessed Trinity, ■v\'hich is known, 
to every little Catholic child. What a degi-adation : 
as far as his eternal state was concerned he had far 
better have been miable to read or MTite and yet hava 
known liis catccliism ; had far better have carried a 
bod and frequented the Sacraments. The Fr'meipia, 
in the natural order, is a great work, but what is 
the Fniicipia to The Imitation of Christ? The Im- 
itation, I am certain, has taken thousands of st 
to Heaven. Did the Friiicipia ever help one man 
to overcome a temptation and keep from sin ? A 
person will say, That is not the end for which it was 
written, judge it in its own order and it is good. He 
says the truth, and I agree with him fully. I only 

^^usist upon this that wo are not to set a dispropor- 



47 

tionate value upon these things and by so doing be led 
to seek for them in an inordinate way. Eood is good 
for the body, and food is good for the soul ; each in 
its own order. Oftentimes in every day we ask God 
to bless the food which He gives us, and again we 
thank Him for it. But would it not be the height 
of folly to compare that food for the body with the 
precious Food that is provided for the soul ? And 
yet this is exactly what people do, who exalt the 
natural world out of its proper place. As God is a* 
bove creatures, as Heaven is above earth, so the 
Spiritual world is above the natural world ; and the 
life of the soul above the life of the body. I feel 
how easy it is for any one to misrepresent what I 
have been saying, but I feel also that I have been 
dwelKng on a truth most necessary in these days of 
materialism ; and therefore I have said it. And all 
that I have been saying is part of a whole and bears 
upon this subject taken as a whole. 

3. I come to the question of worldliness. This 
is a subje6t far too de^ and important for me to en- 
te^ Tipon now. I merely want to look at one or two 
phases of this spirit, which bear upon the subject in 
question. 

First, I observe that it is the fashion with a certain 
class of Catholics (fortunately they are very few in 
ntmiber) to disparage e^^^ery thing Catholics do in lit- 
erature or science or art. We are such a miserable 
set of know-nothings that it is a great condescension 
on their part to have anything to fiio VvScl^xs.- ""Sixsi^ 
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to teach na if we are are 'ttTlting t6 "be taught. 
•vm ■will only give lip our old light (wMeli lTnay"8ay 1 
on the whole has serred us about as irell as wd^f 
conM liave expected) th^^ will turn on us ft n^-rt' 
light of the most unheard-of brilliance. Theytiii[lS*| 
is the sign of a great mind to fraternize With Tt6' 
;ants aS far as they can. Tliey are always ] 
lienting the degraded state Of our litoratnre. We fe^sf 
not spell or say oui* Oinltiplication tables; and "of stictf I 
a tiling as history we have never heard. We eithe^l 
hold views which arc contrary tb history, or if ihe/"l 
wish to talk grandly they say that wc hold theiirl 
in such a way that they are contrary to the phlloSb^ i 
phy of history. I can ndt exactly say what thiJ'^J 
may mean. Perhajis a view acoordrng to the pbilo-^f 
sophy of history may be something like this : yotf I 
woidd believe that all the German Electors about* | 
the time oftlie Reformation were models of"eVei_ 
virtue, and that the Popes ahout the sanie ^imo**! 
were just the re%'erse. Or again, going higher, ax I 
any rate we know notliiug of Conic Sections 61' theifj 
Integral Calculus or Indeterminate Equations : w^T" 
are ignorant' of Fluxions or Crystallography or Hy-'l 
drodynamics. Tlien perhaps they say, What a sta^a'T 
education is in amongst us ; we donht if you eoiiltf 1 
find a single hoy at Oscott or Ushaw or Stonyhursr 1 
who could write a decent copy of Iambics or Alca- I 
ics. But amongst Protestants they find wise and, | 
Jcarncd men and clever boys Tr\io know ttie^e timiga \ 
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%By £p^4pTni,.ai^ WQiahip. , ,;. , ,. 

y^^lf^ a;TWW of, .religipa .pre^^-iling amon^i^t 9,, 

% flfefto9if ^troftg;dig9s^VW,;Aiid,!great, physic^, 

ii5j]lj^J9^ppt aix4,flj^9afis^,yiesjr,of,CJi]fist^Bity T^Wf^; 
in^.^.,,^ji(^ j^ yicis^, leiiannQt .exist 411, ,tlie pii}iiph, .bjs^ , 

\f]jj|i^JWBj; >^t (^p7)rl^e|,b,e l;Jie9yei^.,oy practical. 

^8P4 if)i<^?^e,|^)iifl»b; ,^|id ijli^t ipf%.,wqrsbip of «f-;,, 
te^^jfor,ite^,,j|jjjd .a . ijuatajfcea ,yipw.a£ the pgart 
vJii^^i^b^t-i^Qw^ p^rfbiflijs in, the growth of the. 
8oi4 jj^ gjcaqe. ^iijd yet nothingcga Ise mop? ahsijrd, 
th^ thi^t, "J^Te might jiw| as well woFsihip strength^ 
of, l[)9dy j5|s. pt]^e:^igtlji pf jiiiteUeet. God giyes lis both,^ 
j^(^, Jj4oyj9K^ipi,,Jo;f all. the bodily, health .ai^cl 
stin^f^gt^i^Mch JBte^, giyes ijo His creatures, as I Ipye 
]^,,^f,jp,lj,,thp i^td^c|^^al styieij^h , whicl^ J^,P 

ij?„t^HSi^t^?o<f ;th^,]bh^t|eAtheiC,p£thppi haye any; 
YB)^e ,,^xcept,..?i(S they ,l^d to Him. Yet all this 
cpjnjgljniei^tjiry attitude of, ^nwi toijrwds the seholar- 
s]bip an^^spiencp of Protestants to the disparagement 
c^^.^^t.^wjIjietL i^ to be, found in the Ghurch, is the 
wp;iPSjdp, pf, ^pere , strength of mind. ,S^tan had a, 
mpst m^rveUows ^telligenee, but he did not manage 
tp m^e gppd . use^ of it. Who ■wo\)i4 ^"^*^ TaJOs^<ss. .>fe 
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l^the intellect apart from Divine graofi mjj^' 
Ititfi love of God arc iq siniilar danger. And there 
s many man who do so. I call this intellectual 
worhUineSB. Such men are nshmned of their brol 
ren and desire the learning of Egypt. Mpse^ ivaf 
leamodin aU the learuinf; of the Egyptians,; hat 
I ncviei" heard that lie was anxious to send, the 
Israelites back to Keliopolia to finish their ediicatipijj 
Learning is good if it he nsedforGodjhnt nnaanctifieij 
learning caanot load to Him. I caii' hardly trust npyf? 
^~te3f to speak of these men. Is it nothing to tbem tlw^ 
^iBthc Church of God for 300 yeare in tliis laqd ha^ 
"liteai in gan-ets and collars ? ie it nothing to thqm 
that oiu- Priests ■\rere proscribed, himtcd like dogp. 
£Hid hanged ? That our laymen vera pex'secuted aM 
despoiled of tlicir possesaions for their fidelity to (eUb 
did Chui-oh wid the old Taith ? Have the sufferings 
^^itfitliese Martyrs and Confessors to be forgotten,^ 
^Hlf'onr education is not what it ought to he, what oi^ 
day it will be ; if our Churches are not what they 
ought to be, and one day ■wUl be also, why do the^ 
men not pour out the vials of their angei* on those 
irho robbed us of our Universities and Cathedrjjip 
and Parish Churches, and sent us adi'ift into tbi? 
world to provide for ourselves as best we migj^tj* 
A\Tiy do they not keep a little of their carping a^ 
querulouBiiosa and complaining for them ? Why 
has it all to be kept for ns ? And why do tliey not 
jmt their ^houldcra to the wheel and, hoi© .foriO^^ 
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kS^ WWsSbm^-at^' i^o!c&tal(^ 'ana 'Assurihg' jus that 
M^ick^^d l^d^g^a^tMlytQ be^SoTimA amongst 
^^I6ijdidki#i: ?''^'^akiiSilD.j ong-poiiht'dttt .tdtm^'at.t&aa 

^"^€0^ f^af ' idteArtfei ftBat mmjr ■■ Catholtes . *ite '■ most 
iMm%6>it^m^ifm wtt^ Pint^st^nlts: 'anil -^be' wen 
i^bk^^^'^t^toiit «6<3i^t<^ I Vhe^ ha.-^- A ■great 
68ilife'HSil«Ti«<ytAkte'kka,y^thiilk!them presentablfe 
iM ^tf^;^^ imf ict'««5(5brdihgly ; ^ They are daa<- 
Mi t^'j&^^i<«l6f ^l^hed' Fi?otefttaiit 60oi^t7= aind 
ffi^y Wi l*»yatfefifea With' th^ fkdt Jroni no dthto 
rf^'l'liaWlli4lKi«^t,% Aflaptuig the^ to 

^'^ji<^^^ iUii^ ^Ii5t6ag#t '-tirhoffl' tiieyi tiux^ thely 
ta klfi7>fi6'<^ infilled '6ditte OathoMs cait be 'aM so 
A^' ^^tSMomt^'ia^ef ^^tua^qn' <>!• tlkeii*. Pro^t- 
fc(^^jfH(ldfrl^^J6cti aiid' ^d^My dir&^'soiite: of thi&te 
W^'t^'']Prdteife]lfii-'t(i\<^rdsi>the?€tfur<kb. Gould 
Wii^-^aAJ- '§c^m '^mtkuoQof- God omd the ,wayfe 
iSf'^ioi'?' "ItKferi^KraelJpaafifed tharotigh the iBed Sea> 
^^;^tlife''Sfer#ii« oif i3fod,;dld' 'not-told a reed of 
l^j^ 'fH'eiK*Hi^pa*t^ iwatets. ■ ■■ Itia not by. being ia 
tAS'lii^^df'§he''ffisMOii!lia*de(livepano€! for the 
g^^tf*^ cfe'feie ■«*o«^.!'i¥et' there are manf who 
Um"io HSbiM'- koi >■ AM I' 'oatt ■ itMb nMjral world- 

'.'^ifet nie'dWell'fbr one mopnent on (me manifesta- 
tefti^dP'ihl*^ 'S]^irit of ^orldlineea. I mean the maari- 
%^WCai&i6U6d^ With Proteataoita. l\i SaAi^^^-feS^^sss^ 
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'W to ,«Q€i ibqtv BQj& .OfttUolle with a tn^'loTe i At 
God and the Sacred Heart can mjarry a Erotestarit 
I'm a PEoteetant disbelieves much of that wfaicli Mich 
l^jjersoa cherishes or ought to ehmsh uuieL Iii< dai 
ic he disbelipres it aJi b^ dtinyi^g th« iBftdlibiltt^ 

the Jloly Seo apd bcUeviugTvhatiie doeaboUcve'ott 
a wroug priaciple. lie also ^las ao weU-gruimdcd and 
wcU-iufoEmed love for those in Heaven whona aojoh 
a Catholic loves or ought to lor«. I do txtt ea^ 
that such Catholics hav« not a loTe for God 
(for the mind of man is so inconsistent andi hv dfoB 
getful of consequences that it is iiti{)ossthle to^isagr 
wliat may be or what jnay not bo) butlsay. thatl-J 
can not see how they have it. "Wlijen they do auohil 
tiling they do not absolutely commit a sin for' the 
Church can not give permission to any onei to eota^ 
mit sin. StiU wo must rtanemhor that she ipvda bafc 
permission for marriage with I'rotcstantB vci^ reluott 
antly and because of the hardness otf mans' hearta>J 
But though such an action is not a mn, it isi jnai^: 
pressibly mean. What right have I to say this ? I wifl, 
tell you. There are these w-ords in the Bull of i« 
Pope; "a mixtis matrimoniis abhorrct Ecclesij^' 
the Church tm-ns away with abhorrence frran mixfiil 
marriages. I widi these words were written in 1^ 

jrs of gold and put up in every Catholic homd. 
As in this case the Church does not turn awa/ 
from sin, from what does she turn away ? She dodb 
not turn away vrith abhorrence from nothing, 
think it is from that which is mean and ungeuerouB 
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if (MatrimJbmaiJ'o iKb>rl--'4.t|iii ITAlJ '^ fS^'^fBy^i;- " doieitei 

^^^cdietebt^ililttisl oohiitil^, ^t^^ 8:^ Mk^'i,&- 
9oiL(2^U(a«e^fi« i^^t^i^^W'^M iBWi^adiffii %lm'all* 

tfafmcfc Qi*u$fi§H?i<JaMioIiki''Wlit>i '1)6141^ ^Bfiasi^fiQIjr 
■aliharoitlttae ^t^Ms^W-'hm^^^iMoTi^'^^ 

famitnfsfcrcte!hiiei8|)ai?tibtt8'deg'6iMifes^ ^Hh ^^iiv^rqpk 
•ftdHtHtor ^'(iao&@t tit 'Oabli^tiiDii^ i^rtlriyqueHs^^ 'ieb 

^^f|^i^& l^»a1iy the eeal df thb^e Bi!^^^,'HHi<b 
]b;p' t^oeaJteidngfseVe!!^ ^i^tual '^iiiiM]i!i£Bii{jb''l3t^¥^ 
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^H|Jue>itly ' exhorts and advises all Bishops, Vicars ' 
^|H|)Ostolic, Parish Priests, Missionaries, and all other 
^■feithful miiiisters of God and the (?Iuirch,to keep air | 
Catholics of hoth sexes, as far as tliey possibly cari^ 
from contracting nianiages of tliis kind, to the ^n- j 
ger of their own sonls." I wash however here fo say 
Oiio'wtird. ' In days gonehy persons have contracted 
these marriages without knowing how much they 
Were condemned by the Church. Indeed I mean t<i 
8d.y nothing hard or unkind of such persons. I in- 
teiid my words for those who in these days aJci 
dgainat light. What I say is meant as a warnihg 1 
ir the future, not as a reproach foi- the past. 
"!A.s therefore all Priests who try as much as'tfc 
,n to stop such marriages are greatly commendea 1 
by the Vieai" of Christ, so on the other hand all who 
do not do so are virtually reproved. If we do not I 
point out to persons, who ■wish to contract these ] 
riiarriages, the judgment of the Holy Father about 1 
them, ice arc to blame. If we point it out, and they I 
choose to act against it, the fault will not he ours J 
but'lheirs; 

But here I must say i^'hat spirit we ought to cul- J 
tivate in our intercourse mth Protestants and Cata-1 
jOUcs as well : and that is a sph-it of mutual respect 1 
A forbearance. I speak of this because there are I 
foine persons who seem to think that refinement 
means the wol-ship of fashion, especially Protestant 
rbzz. If we reverence Christ m oAjiscVjeis aniA 
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#^ ;^lf Pi . W,^ }^^ w^^ i^i^' ^y , fct^s*. '^ i^. !^ifi 

reverence the Hand of God in oursejtves andrptters,^ 
whoever they may be, wc.gball never go wrong in this 
matter. . True refinement is a sense of the Pifesepp^^ 
of God, The man who stands^ so to say, wi|;hjlii^ 
head bare before the Eternal King, -will ^ always 
"be respectful with true Christian politeness to Qthera 
whether they be rich or poor. He is no respectej^ 
of persons ; to him there is no difference between 
ope person and anotlier, except that diiFerence ojf 
constituted authority which God has ordained, and 
which is to be reverenced in the Law and its minis- 
ters. This spirit will ensure Christian courtesy , and 
Christian politeness to every one. No one, can be 
incpnsiderate of the feelings of others if he, rever- 
ehces Christ in them ; nor can he be insincere if he 
reverences Christ in himself. It, gives a m^ what 
jf may call a chivalrous spirit, makes him courageous 
and tender and refined, and so saves him from mean- 
ness and insincerity and vulgarity and worldliness. 
I have never seen^a Tulg^persqn.ani.ong8tthe poor. 
Ignorant, roi^h, ajid;iUJirefine4, t^ej may be, but 
not vulgar. They do not live by those requirements 
of fasMop, and .maxims, of the. world, which make 
rofiii vWeai;,, by nmlm^ their ac- 

tons and t^irar wor4s.., And as T^e can not try too 
much to.grow in.Chri^ian. courtesy and kindness 
and resp^t for, 9,1^,80, we, can not try too earnestly 
iJ0| !^eep cipar, of , the woirli^, apd, all that it has and 
all that it is. Tliig you, will see bea.'ca <3^ ■^\fflii^ V 
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0, insisting on, tluit gil'ts and blessings of nature^ 
are at au immense and almost imnicasurable distancQ 
beneath the blessings of gi-aco ; and that all worldly; 
and social advantages are ^, \>^ Rcoraed, if theiy jbrwS 
with them the least peril fi?r sopJj9,,,,iiro^ .WJlJii 
with me in all this. ■ l i /■ ' : - iT j ; ('.uj 

X now come to a point at which I may con-. 
Tcniently speak of the cluirgo of rigorism whiclv 
you bi-ing against the JElcTicwer. You spoke o^ 
it as a rigorism, whieh c[uietly contemplates th£t 
risk to souls,. nay the loss of ^ul8,but I nicrdy toucl^ 
ed upon it. How this charge of rigoripm is ^(Yprj 
grave charge and not lightly to be made^ . , ;It fs goj 
a charge to be bamliod about,in an anonymous pam^ 
phlet, against any Priest, stiU loss against a Pries^ 
of the age and character aud standing of the JBLex 
Tiewer, If a lajman has any charge to make against 
a> Pi'iest he cai^ go to the Bishop who is always ready 
tf), bear what aiiy of his flock have to say ; ^d^ j^| 
he has a cjiargc agpinst the Bishop ho gsjx go to thi} 
Holy Father, which' is iu effect to go to oiir Lorijij 
But it is not befitting the gravity of this charge of 
the office and position of the accused to mf^kiC it,aij 
it has been made in an off-hand way, in a pfvmphle^ 
without a name. As I said boforo, since it has be^g, 
made it ought to be retracted or proved. 1 1 considt 
er that you owe an apology to the E,eview?r; Sag 

Ieven if you could prove this charge (of course yffif. 
(San not) I think you would still owe him an apology 
fcr Wje waj in which you have made it. But dfi.yo] 



1 



57 

i^fdii tdt fbu do not seeaii to kno^^ that rigorisM' 
vH' iaieW&igl •vfSti ' riten, twhen they have simi^l 'ia btte 
tldi^, Mt'ri^oksni ill kfeepift^ th^tii frbm tha dodA^ 
StffbsPdtoi % iinothei*. ' You exkao-wledge ' that 'this 
proposed College at Oxford would he an. occai^oiii' of 
sMi'bffiKf^e^aU'eouldiiot spelakas yciudo ctf'thbse 
ife^Kff^^ VhJai ^^u teiinaider tiiiider'. the ctLt- 
^iiiii^^tt!fee4'%()uld'h6 ftfefieissarjr forf the yoUiig men. 
e"Ar IJPr^'Mmer Jias taught Us to say ^'Lead us 
iitt«'Iil[ta(.t6iii¥»titibil."' - We consider that this College 
#6tfltfBfeWiJ6i*ilde -temptation and occasion of sin. 
i Htfj^^iher^til to- ask jon what right you hard to 
6bl^& ^Mi-iigbtistii any onfe^whdofp^oseisthe^ehethe ? 
l^&rigbiiiiiiof ^t^hicli theologiana «p6ak has to do 
l*StSt 'tife "Saferailleiit of Penance ; eiiid therU nb one 
ifrfH-a^^e^feb tt "rigcirist" ^in the' fead senile) who lores 
ooBt'IiOM gind this 8^^ He diied: But 

ifhaft 'Holyl Badranieiit isr noi ndw and iierei*' his been 
Itf ^(jdetefiotfi -With 'tegard to this iHatter, ' In iahbthe* 
^hM stud a'g^d*etose'aD the Saints niayb^ call^ 
figdfcists f rom th^ stscetimsm of their xiwn Hrefii knd 
tM^ (ittm w?th' which they kept lilen ifrbm sin; But 
t™ fe-liyit'the <5orinnon ' meaning of thfe Word and it 
bv^iit^tb iJe ke]pt for thiat which is conilhoiitl;^ ineant 
byiti * Haring^ guaM6d my meaning m this* way I 
go on td say ttiat cirery one who 4;rie« to sierre God 
MfhfuHy will bfe called st rigorist by the w6rld, St. 
CMrlt^ ^8 called' a iigorist and hated 'ictedrdingly. 
I derfre ho better inherrtatice fot my friend^ aai<i 
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lyself thnn to follow in his steps. I go up ia^Mt] 
than St. Charles, to our Lord. He "came eating' 
and (hrnfeirit^" "with puhlirtins and Biraiera;" SSi 
Divine compnasiou for sinneps and ' His Divine for- 
hearanco with them nr« simply unmoasurahle and 
itresliaiistihlo, yet He mid -of tlie ■■ occasitins of moi 

N* If thy right eye scandalize thee, pluck it but ftnd 
Wfft it from thee." *• If thy ri^ht liand «candalii» 
thecj cut it off and cast rt from tJict," " It is h^ter 
for thee with one ^ye to cnt^r into life than hiving 
_ two eyes to }»e ea^t into hell firo;" These ecto Divine 
^■■Woi-ds. And oiU' Lord' ^aid also, a^inst the world, 
^W'^'If any man ivili come iafter Me, let him deny Mm- 
^Vl^ aild take up his cross and follow Me." And iq* 
^^mi6mber ; we have not only to deny ourselves and 
iQake sacrifices for our Lord and our Faith, bodily^ 
hut also intellectually and socially. But rigoriam is 
often a name which the world pives to the faithful 
application of these #oi'ds : and often they are cal+ 
led rigoriste, who, when the truth is told, faithfully 
preach Christ, His Gospel, and His Cross. The day 
of His Coming will he a day of lionor and hlesscdt 
Bess and glory to all who ai-e numbered amongst 



1 

mm 

i 

i| 

i 






One word now on a subject Bpringing from all this. 
The deepest speculations about the natural order in I 
any of its manifestations are the veriest ehallows I 
compared to the least thought about God. Take I 
Adam Smith on Political Economy, or Dugald Stewart I 
«o tJ}o Philosophy of the Hmnan M.ind» or Jecemf I 
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3j bay tkatj what. aase^wjwideappdj^p* an4,,5|^^i^e^'^ 
sp0Dulatiiilis-€ti those «]d^i^et8-rweiii|^*^(^k^fj|j«t^Jf 
|)0<Kls>66mpaj?edii(V{Hb!t^ tl^,^^ 

iniflifii'Disnl^) IE|er80ii$. fKslJhfeiflutJQ^ti^ j5¥:e;'g^sqjQf 
the Kiiadi€^(i^ fia i of ( iQDur^el igir^ater i^^ 
tkJMLi ef r#hich iMBpoal^ilwiit'tibajb.iife IWtt jt]£#) q$i^t 
tionc Mraj ; i i iGrotid^niDieiit i9^d >p0lji^G§r}< . Q^QOpi^p^j p^ 

a^saT^itad^thoif'^^ila^ei)^ (t^gi^f^ ijpioj;^^^^ Q^ 

'j 

][i3iiisms^ fthte fOnfirJ^t&tn^i ?^j,0pi%jP^P9^tedfvilP;:jfip 

irotaH' th0ttgjat.jitetoef >0f ,^.tii9fi»t ^^n'^o^rr Tl%^n?fWfft 
pJiilosopJflfji'jijfeMcb isF^ 
»lriWlo»DphJjjarMcfcifli?^ 
ttying'fbraiiy^cbie^heedlttiftl^^ ^ icJ^^Rfft tbftfe^whi^^fP 

/i II abiiiioisi^lg^ttm^itteiai^'th^'^^ 9f(jWhat4:^b^eii;p 
fie^tjf ai^'^iresezLti' ^ ¥Uiisui^!(iP'y;ou);fXiettej?.by mjm^ 
tha^rthe lip^neatsi 6£ • ^his acikeme/ jnust neoess^Uy 

and the Chureh of all ages- You may be " finoly 
eodvihffeed^^'bf thifl, hfttt I am ^' firmly conyiaoed" of 
tiie^Gtmiiriiji' Eor, firstly, your instances and exam- 
jplefi^ taken from the Early Church and her use of 
Piigan schools have no bearing whatever on this 
{Aan of a College in Oxford : but if they be any 
SJjrament at all (whic\i 1 \i'Ob\^ ^^skjl^^ Sissfc^ 
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mid be id favor " ol' the principle of sendillf^ 
Catliolic students to Protestant Oolloges or Halls i;^.^ 
of which principle you say yourself " that no one<rfl 
j^^ncal tliinlcs of defending" it. Consequently id.'! 
■case yon aie tAiepei'Soa wli6 condomneiili* 0hnrclt<1 
the early ages, if your ai-guiaent i has any T^a 
lut I should like to knowi Avhat 'younaoan^by.tlu 
irdsii*' at: present/' wliich l have put ia 'Italioi 
[Do yon mean that aitiraeimay probably come Trhea 
some persons Jwill bo ready to defend eieathatplanv 
irliieh noTi^ oa all sides is condemned ? It-is'oont- , 
|peiTable41int 8(Hno persons: may oomo to speak to ubI 
'fiBihis way; ■ we :are ready to condemn with'y<>ui the! 
plan of sending Catholics to PiwtesUint Oollegesii 
you ^rill <»Dcede to us that fw Ivliioh we are ■ oowl 
tending^ \TK,'a Catholic Golloire in a^ Protestant -Unii- 
vcrsity^ If you "will not meet us haltWay U'i^shali 
be dri\-tn by "peculiar circomstancca," totakoMji 
nefvr gH'oundj and pesBibly hyithose i" pewaliar li 
eumstanees"' may be led toseo that *hatila def^wifc; 
ble wbieh ni_p»T3«PH^AVc.holdto he indefensiWe:^'- '& 
this "your, mtKinriiosf.? . ilf not, what f/o yoii* mdam lijr 
these wonls "WprG*eH('"9' IfitTiey are indta-idorfc 
nf a threat what areUi-ey ?. !>■> ' in t' i . —■ !■ -i'li 
Secondly, you say that "we caiidemn the Medibeb 
val Ohuroh : for the MediiEval Clmroh sanctiOTied 
UniTevsitieg, liteOsibrd or Oaml»-idge,' where- '^rhtort*' 
al and intolkct«al' peril*" existedi if your argifr 
ment has to l^e g'ood I'ikc anything*, you must shoiQr 
iJiiuit the Chnmh nOt only .sanotio-netltKe Ui.mcTHi'feieai 
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but: also sanctioned the immoralities and heresies 
T^^rMohiidoubitles&did arise- amongst such numbers as 
i?fere gathered together in those seats of learning. 
jQxford jaad . Catmbridge inhere then Catholic, but 
tibough) <jlai^olio ( and indeed the more for that very 
3Peakm)/the deril took good care to be in the nridst 
of thetif: f^tfaouigh'the Ohurch ^^ertadnly did not sano- 
taoh his pretoi^ce. The Church knows thast the tares 
imi^ groW)az]bL0ng8t "the wheat till the harvest : ' and 
^be :^6eti thjB best thatrshe can* in an ^vil- worldj But 
itr^seeaosrto me perfectly childish to say that because 
«iherooilld not in her own TJooiveraities keep heif young 
axien'£romisin> that therefore we ure to send' them to 
WwboQtMii UnivcMitites^wbei^ the dangeipsare a tiion- 
^aodfoLd greateni ii It seems' to me^ also most^ absurd 
4»i aay • itbat r thx^se • who ' oppose this course condemn 
(tftid^^lMfediaBval Ohurchi ■ Who ds it that fbirgets '^^the 
flpMLpoirtance oJ& the categories ' ^ here ? i If the Chlirah 
had sahcftioiiLed the ionnloralities mentioned^ I grant 
yoMb;(raighti hliver something to 'bay ;« not otherwise. 
SesiddSifletfiae come tayerur; quotation. Antony^a 
Woofd;8peaik»of ^f* a Company dfvarlets who jpr^fe/w:fed 
tabeuchcdaOTi'' / »Q?hede are the men whose enormities 
he describes. You admit yourself that the numbier 
^aa^jhb grossly exaggerated-: bu(t Ido nob think it 
iiQatte]»frwhe{ther<it lis/^ixr not. >< iYom then ^say^ that 
-^<HailaiiL* ^i certauoly wron^ (in/ making a^ real • did- 
4mi©tioiij' between- ^Taislets^^' taind ^^ scholars'.'^ In 
tiffiiiikcase you will not I fcrusife consider me as wanting 
in I due courtesy to yourself, \i 1 (^\voo^^ \fi^ 1^^-^ "^i^^ 



wmlioftliat'greatiH«t»ri(matfdUttpattiiJ-*«teiJ^^ 

^icifras I ^aid the ^iiole ofyour das^M'td thia *ia»' 
no il)flai*mg on our I question; '' 
- Thirdly ; you say -we ■ oonddnin ' **^ the ' Oliatdi^ ■*# 
all agem.'' Well that ia a sweeinnH: a3SCTtiOh;-'andi 
doPm wc must go into the abyss, it" it h6 trUe'l 'Bot* 
before 1 can jad'^e of its truth I must asbertaiit fti' 
jneaning', -if it has any. By our opposition tA fhisl 
plan \ve are said to -eoudeiiin: the ■ Eariy Cb'rtfch' 
whioh sanctioned the use of lleathen learning, ' aiid' 
the Moditoval Church, for no reiison ivhateVW-, iis' 
Ikf as I can make but. Ail that has been- brtiugUf? 
tbrwartl is tliat she was unable tO keep all 'studetitt* 
from mortal sin. We knew, thtit before. NeitHftf* 
oottld she keep ail intellectual dan^ei^ aWay.' 'TV#I 
also kneir tliat before. Atc tber6 no iiiorftl aiid ini^ 
tcllectraai dangers liow ? ^\%en Tre'aekuowledge' 
tbeiu, do we condemn theChurch? Butfartherwd- 
anreisaid to condemn the ''Gbirrchof allagos.^^' l*or 
what? ^^EoritstoleratidnofanifttBTOonirsebetweeiJ 
believers and 'the -world Trliiclv in nuhlberless Oases' 
cannot fiiil to bC' extremely peniiolouB." I tira pei 
iectly amazed at this seftteuce. You mi^ht, a* feif 
as your argTioiont is cDncernctl, justas well Imv^ 
that London is on the Thamios. What lias this hiit 
tepcourse between bcliovere and the world to do *«itt?" 
Hms quesirion in hand ? No'onecOUld have 'Writtetf 
this sentence, bearing in mind the woi-ds of St. PitnJ 
where bo says that it is impossible for us altogethtr 
eeping company " wit\v tt\« icnrntaWTO (i6 
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out of this world.^^ WhatfiQa.ft'bfi|)pteiji»r> t}jitoi;tius ? 
aftW5jiP<?T*W*tO/ii?^ft9essip;]i^ ^aj3^«>?Sy/eithCTt©» to; 

'^y^> ^ '-^m milfl^ l^Yj^i 3|»0Bg^fe siBfeergjji jan^thforfiw 

4na§m<ft?4' }??■% flA^^5%yM dnjkp sot ?j(j;l^feftff»itiaoife srkoi 
(^Bqf§jtJiipii''(p#>B^ s^b««W5 "i;t)oi»dei»»!tlw Ghuardit 
c#)aM-Mes./.f(i:^3Jj^y/^lwtt ifcWs seetBsltoflQaer toilw* 

^f( J|iastly,>:);50H#^W?l^!]^ jffrBiijr'at ontei that' 

"Cf^VjQ^siti^ijPiJftpfflJ^Pl^Uddii^^te to youy 

^6:1(10(0;^)^ iiit^d)(^0i{i|8^y| srtqrthiilg'Dfiiitbe fibiltj iWe 
TYQjJ4 ss^yifefP'tiroace if ) wer (tbjQiight it,i)TOtliaut any 
igjptatipft jt|(^ jjo^ m-'^ . ^Ut aPi -^Wrdo aiotf itluUl^ it, we do 
w^ ipiifen^itoj^/it. .JBrWitu?® sajj^r aAoaceothattUni*- 
Vf^PSiMifj? W i«itfW>^e^ %t:2(W/ari8(!att^iy 'distMteh^^ 
tp.,iji&'a»d»ipoinpajfei1:detrmtb out)iT]et^3i ofuClcutiiolicf-^ 
i)$p^i ( ^r. ypUr 3QIBW rto )t)Uitkf itl^ ithei Y6sy ' id^^ of 'a 
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ft*»,) you 9een>j_I sajvit^ tliiuk-tiiaiia IJi 

I lYpu jwoeoftjLi! '>' Bsplaia. W usiifl you CBUifwibyitiae 
iltoJiti CU^^roh,4^d Us8ov«reii£;n -Pouiifft i»«eol 
liwl.vieH^i) •»! .tyA;«u)jjeot nKtfe itioleitinti 
j»wrl»»BiV -illjeiuintft ejiplaiii'Vliftt UasjiuTieribi 
ito>rjlib^:L' ii'S fi^as ^ttef ly that the fiororeiirujiPt 
tiflte teftt^'iWeiL Imote i tokrailt on this: maUasMJ; 
ajjjj /ceHainMtliat, ttWi'iHoly ilTiUthec ^js loniioMrfiadd 
iniitliisi questioBj, for ytJoecwiso he'nTiuldtmDtf'Ino's 
condemned tlie ^ueeti's. iCoUegiS in Ireland;, ati 
cUd. He warned CathoJiosagaiofiti sending soilnr>! 
to ihem. WTiat is tho esseniinl dlffeivaoc ■bctirde» 
the ^^.ueetl's Golli'i'es and this. " (isi'ortl isclieni^d'Ti 
XherctOToI say t» you; Exiilainto ns i£ yoo^baff 
fiij'jymi are argning' fijpfchiit wMoh isiiiiitUaJlyioi 
mined by the HiiiyiratliGrtiii the.coiideimiatiouf! 
Qaeew's/XiMleges. - r.j.i ;-! :U :.'<"■; ir^y-nn uT 
You then fLU'thet iEby::-F''Ji)6//tin]d)'l adTaaa«toi 
Cfni* of Universities, if by the term yop tmdefetiftid 
sdmetJuji^ quite different fpom wliat history, irbcragH 
nires. under the name." What history rcoiagpaairf 
undtM? tlie name I am not pi-epared to say, nor ivifti 
woi-th while to enqiure. Nor am I prcparedto 'eaf 
what '"the philosophy of history" may teach- us 
fitoout this. But I know what conimon sense iihcfetc 
.js^aadgibyjthe jjaine. And asvje ate m^sv^ViTuLtaiA 
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aries and imetarphyBiM 'hftafr. -^A^ fJiriv^rsity iff « ' 
ITliiveRnftyi jtuSt'fels an'eiggis^ftii' 4ggi''»'iiO««*iie(*a»iti' 
£altiU ^xld< atomlS' isi tterkhet a(iiedibe]itMiio]^'aD!i!fit^ 
ral part of a University. And a Universi^ i^n 
eaM #^ottt teacMog' I^otdi^tantbiiieta^liyisi "Biit 
ydu seOTli *b' me 'to harre'gtft *bDadiOW««tf id«a !bi*o 
yosdrrhted'ihart} tltfeve is^'fiiobiethiiii^ in the i^tenAliEU^- 
ture^df ^things n«^bi6ll ^makesf it impK^silile that ihete 
oem'hemovethA^^ Unglatidi ; and^ 

iliakesdt also MpoBBlhle th!a;</ tb(M9ef*U osttit 

biietheanthan ^OxfofA *r Oalibridgel'- !Thd*^h you- 
wonldJBotlBajrthis'in'SO^/niflMy wcird» y6i you^gue f 
asi t£: iUme^ iso. ^^efctefdi^ I'»inubt ri^ain'^ii^ a 
sUghtchange^^addrcto^r^nimmiyoiir^^ B€i> 

Breyt> adrtOoato' fbii : Gafhodies^ ^e canse^ ofi Uniyeorsitfies, * 
if byf ^ iTJui^CTsity yoiviiiiideisrtaiid '€M%> or^ FmtefKcmi^ 
Umvemtyi ^or Bomefthmgiqiute/ differed ifiroEn: thaltl 
which iGaiUioHes drntg tthtiirf clominaofjsearaejvee In^ 
atin0titfelyrM)(iDe>nBtes8ary)ftn:('t^^ l.-'i^MtrMh 

To make an end; let me now Beef ihc^'we'>6tilndlr 
IfbDmdsioithB fd^llowifil^conpkusiiQ^ jv Hi = / 
r)r3.;T;^hiQeer ipeTsonfi^i whoeveta andr^^whiufeetetr thejr> 
Btf^p be/vwhoi seDLditheiii s6nJ9 ito iBidteBtaf^'iTiiiivterai^'' 
tie6^(|m^i4^h6/80iidab£th^ chlldrendu>^eTbii& perils f 
disregaid.theexpresseidnnrishesiof ihenHdySaiheri^ 
imd(eati66.a(yerylg8riurei6obndali iiq>the(@hto6h. 'i r k > /^ 
( i 2( I -^his fK^m^ ib(vtai0alhoUd<^oU^;i]3b arl^otesf^r 
aoikiiUiiiyemty.d8( dimply :ab8U]!^ saylthe l(£ist|i&an 
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practical difficulties to be overcome are so greaF 
as I said before, it would neyer work. But it ia 
Bometbing much worse tlian absiu-d, for it flies righ^ 
iin the face of the Holy Father's decision with. ] 
gard to the Queen's Colleges in Ireland. 

I understand you to say that the want of tiiia tJm- 
Tersity Education is so great that it must be met : 
but that the number seeking it is so small that it 
is impossible to found a Catholic TJmversity. Even 
that small number I believe to be much exaggerated, 
if we are speaking of Protestant Universities. For 
what I think myself is this ; that there are perhaps 
very many who are desirous of a University Educar 
tion for their sons, hut very few, thank God, who 
would venture to seek for this in Protestant Univer- 
sities. A true-hearted Englishman, when he is raised 
by divine grace to the supernatural order, is iastinct- 
ively loyal in every thought to the Holy See. 

3. The argmnents used in its favor make agi 
it instead of for it. I never saw all the evil of the 
scheme so clearly, nor felt such a strong aversion 
to it, as I did after reading yoxir letter. I do not, 
Bay this for the sake of making a point ; it is 1 
truth, and nothing but the truth. I only hope t 
all persons inclined to favor your scheme may re* 
your Letter. I have no doubt as to the result. 

4. Let us get a CathoHc University in England. " 
We can easUy get it if we please. "Will any one try 
to persuade us that this plan can not be carried 

^ugh mth the help of our lait^ ^Ivo are grow 
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weiy day i^TTj^iiyftbSfa «|^»J^iftBl4j)i«fittW€# ? 

Let me giv«fij/5QM «^«^4i^1»«M»K)JE;wbiM?ilwfi 
,hjf pOTBOBS e^ <x&: thfe Gbiiroh'Pf : JiAhoMki 20 yeeura? ago 
tliQ : OB're^^ C)2Am)¥ - ^op^ai^ ^ from the Bstal^lished 
Cliurch of %ptt^iidv ItiroiHBljpr^^^ tten 700,OQO 
souls ; : it is »<>w esti^iarf^MjaJt^ut liOOO^OQO. \ In 
tl^%. 20 1 years it:lias. boilt Chuxches and Minis- 
ters' houses in^eyery ^risdx ij[i tlie land, with perhaps 
onei or two exceptions^ It has raised a Sustentation 
Eund, which pays £200 a .year or £150 to every 
minister who has a Churohv It has raised a flourish- 
i3Qg University of its own, and would not touch with 
the tip of its finger the University of the Oommnn- 
ion from which it separated. And last yearit raised 
for . charitable purposes £343,134. 8s. QJd.; The 
Church Building Fund alone, for that year, came to 
£49^314. 7s. 4ld. These men have not the light of 
the faith. Will any one try to persuade me that 
Catholics can not found a University if they please ? 
We need nothing hut a vigorous development of our 
own resources. Where there is a will, there is a way. 
6. Till this University can be started, any one who 
wants a University Education can go to Dublin. A 
University sanctioned and encouraged by the Holy 
See has some little claim upon Catholics of every 
nation. And it those who desire this education do 
not choose to go there, it is ten thousand times bet- 
ter for them to go without such an education alto- 
gether, at the risk of any social loss, rather than 
seek for it amongst Protestants. 



fity< k\-Tu?H>«liail'<1)e 50(kn-aax^hloh «hei<layipft[it» 
dfiettiiiiyn tny'^9j n Jf , no Uitrinoriitios/but ,Cteiwi,»a*4 

(li.il iIitrei'l*i5UK'lit.tip^ puMic-Spiiifciiu que laying 
fthtf Sn/liMttJ rcaVf»r tJiciifluriir gfiOod nuUtUoigtlaA 
iirf <h0iQbiireh,-tliiit! theyij-wiliifliotMfcDttifii foriwanrd t^ 

'^'C' AtlWrtlp ' UfTjIrt ■<-}wii^noti f pifoTidi;' , auitablo: ppofp*. 

■Ciil^tl'i^lti- f(itiK*iiiU; otninjinil !adivai4tag!e8((5ny-.,»ili|r 
^^■*'Aiit1tri''JUii'«puteiii!si^ssitDisayi.(Uftbit,i»,j&!r 

'W^ ^ t&^ti\Mw (lillf'we jain l2;c4'.a KiiMleBsot^dii 
■'fitigltAill'fti-o sPtKhii^'lliM''soinJL't!uu[?elstrtdiaiij:edjlll>- 

t!i'eu?^11*&5tioA' dfi^'fthff socaadfaAvaula^eBi they-,Jfi»^e 

U^ KW^^ *iyt<'^oT|wifcrC}athrtiic6'i'F.tn-4 aach/»itet 

of fools that wc m«feti»ft'.flJi^iiii3tructai:)D.itoi firote^ 

'ai^^; W^''W, Arii'^j^iritiOBtt. tBi® tho-rfciwftnsifoy.this 

' bjtifil<^^ ''-'^1^^:, '-iP'yoh'plfetisef ilidictite toi^na. the 

' pla^es'iinifei^'gst'^^iM-sJelresiWhOTa ilie.neftpiiligh^l^-e 

''% M\^ foWrid; ■ Artrt 'iltiMiei'^'explsdiii toiii£i,ii%oBiQsti, 

Tvlrj^ jf^niV-HHT^i(^«i ftWheme ■v^^iiehiiniJsfijbodillftsie- 

fiiVto'.iTTonr BlshSp^j tteiprtoss 'it'i&^faanirafcyrtoifiie 

"qjint and tl-artitidh&'tef'llWli^lS'^Sfie^f^'-rqp gii'j iins 



69 

talk of us who are content with the old way, and I 
will just note here what it is. They say ; " These 
rigorists mean well but they are utterly unpractical. 
They live in a world of their own devising and not 
in this active, bustUng, every-day, working world in 
which we are. They might do very weU in Arcadia 
or Utopia, but they are out of place in England of 
the nineteenth century. They are always forgetting 
" the categories," and they are sadly deficient in all 
that appertains to " the philosophy of history." They 
have no research, and they are afraid of telling the 
truth even about the few historical facts with which 
they happen to be acquainted. Besides this they 
are always trying to screw people up to the coun- 
sels ; and they have a most exaggerated idea of the 
malignity of venial sin, and worldliness. In fact 
they are not men of the world at all ; and though 
doubtless they are sent into the world for some pur- 
pose, it. is difficult to see what that purpose is." 
Having stated the opinion which some persons hold 
about us, I think that perhaps the best thing that I 
can do is to leave it as it stands. 

And now I will soon finish what I have to say, 
Por myself I will say that I detest all new ways and 
all new lights. I love the old way along which so 
many millions have gone to their rest : and the old 
light which has shone ceaselessly and brightly 
through the darkness of so many thousand midnights 
and the spray of so many thousand storms. I Iqv^ 
sad trust the Holy See, not oiiSg ^\ri 1^2fiiQa.'«2QS^^»s 



raU,>ibut in aU its tcsditions ftnd jodgtoents aoit 
vray** Evuu initiaturQl thiols, out uC its own immad' 
iato ordtar, I love its rery ahadow and trust to it for 
safety. It is tiie representative of God in the world ; 
tljte groat barrior against lawleesnees of orery Idnd. 
Botli in tliuught and in action tt sets the bounds l)e- 
yond wbicli no niaa has a rig^ht to go. Freedom of 
thouglkt is simply a delusion of the devil. A man 
baa no more right to ihink about anything, in any 
way, be pleases, than ho has to do anything, in any 
way, he pleases. If men were allowed to do what 
they like all governments must perish : and if men' 
were to be allowed to think wliat they like the s^" 
ritual Kingdom would be destroyed. That spirituali 
Kingdom is destroyed, wherever men think as they^ 
please. There are men who cut themselves off from 
the Church and proclaim the right of free enquiry :> 
but they are in a state of intellectual anarchy. It 
is indeed spiritual anarchy, but that is ■\vorse than 
the other. Thus Protestantism in the logical con- 
sequences of its doctrines is antinomian in thoi^ht 
and deed. If every man has a right to enquire 
for himself, who 1ms a right to blame tlie con- 
clusions, whatever they may be, to which he sin- 
cerely comos? But the Church sets a guard 
over her childrens' souls, for she knows what it 
cost to redeem them; she bears always in mind 
the Passion and Death of Jesxis, His Cross and Pre- 
cious Blood and Sacred Heart. I always think that 
nothing shows her divine care andwatcMuhisaamBro 
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Milgijpcirili tDihetf d)ildreii.H: fif fi^ dld^k^^ai^t ^\»^ 
flbe icoiUd'iLfkt b6'the^i«|bi^^tatir<6M»f iiv^ ^^didOf'Sb^p-'. 

Ty:eaky ^but ifc^iA a iogjcalicafise^u^foee of tlto' iliEifttliii- 

MUmoh ktbeeaua^i}he>woriclfelilrs it-andljated itDO 
madtL.ii .Ajod great need'ha^ew^^xytalte^'i^^ ib 
these eril days;i! ¥or\imw I^taa' K^ia^t^in 'tiiat infidel- 
itf is. in; the ah-. < Jnst as ia pestiletiee dr a& efadCTuc 
oomes aaid we know not why; 4nd itien say ^it must 
be in the €dr/* so I am persuaded, a» Z sayy that un-^ 
belief is hanging voond us, like the rety air we 
bdteathe. Our Lord teUs^us of ^e time ill which no 
flesh could be sav^ if: the dayswei^ not shortened ; 
but He also (telli? t»: that< fop itiie sake txf the elect He 
Himself has shortened those days. • Now I hate all 
hitjl£^ineasure& and I for one^intend always to take 
my stand' clearly and definite -bn the side of the 
Yioar of our Lord. I intend never to temporize with 
the world nor to preacL any other Gk)q)el but that 
which I haye received* That Grospel is the messi^ 
of the Cross of Ohiist. I know oi no easy ways of 
salvation. What are our Lord*s Own words? "En- 
ter ye in at the narrow gate; for wide is the gate 
Budhraad ia the way that lead%\\i\)c^ ^<»^at)«iB^ 



ly tliere are who go in thereat. How narrow i» 
tte gate and how strait is the way, that Icadeth to 
life : and few tliere are that find it." Very terrible 
words are these, and yet very loving words if we 
rightly understand them. But who will venture to 
tamper with them ? What right have I, what right 
has any one, to pare down the requirements of the 
Gospel to suit the maxima of the fashionable world 
or the money-making ■norld or the world of honor 
without religion ? It is by fearlessly confronting 
the world and not by flattering it that the world ia 
to be overcome and destroyed. I would to God that 
we had a little of the spirit of the Catacombs in us in 
these days. I would to God that all Catholics would 
learn to despise the world and to hate it ? But what 
do I see ? I see that many of them are timeservers 
with much thought about this world and little 
thouglit about the next. I see that many of them 
are insincere and worldly and forgetful of God, desir- 
ous of standing well with their neighbours, anxious 
above all things to get amongst Protestants and 
stand well with them. It is this that keeps many 
people out of the Church. A person once said to me, 
'Why should I be a Catholic? I have Catholic 
friends and they are just as worldly and as fond of 
pleasure as myself.' Could anything be more humil- 
iating than this ? So the world gets a 
the Church ; and draws men away from the thought 
of Calvary and the Crown of thorns. This is a woe 
'da sorrow; it is like "the aboTcravaiaB;^^ 
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gdtf£aidStaid[€Q6hoi^^ 

Bstlflorgfatodc^^fol ^lor i6^{ ba& .e^odi oifi ebiow 
oJz^&knM) llJwicjcfiftciDa^d Ica02f;ddixaJdsei)W 

Qf(tai^ofaitbm6l£i9fi9xl(biidstid^ ,6Satiii^ amC 

tM«jiins6t(liMeicba]^ tftfitadkeehikiiBiarkiiii^^ 

asui'dogTidiaib awsBmajit loAgiAigtlldffinfOTP Xfoitisiiatfelpf) 
th^UsbifspildaiMii^idf iiJiaotepdM^Qibi^^ 

teaidijeKm{acDro]lf{>Iiid;l^ ^PwrinsMletevo 

Mificj^nat Iffi^/lTdifcliithblife srM aronisul;;^ d&Jbii€fI@inil^cdsia 
8taEtaiki8abul^'£4)rifei^:idi^>UiBabte^ ^^m ' 



^^Ke thi» flchcnic ; and I detest it with all my hetut 
^^P&d soul. But I siiould he very sorrj- to say any* 
^Hbiing disrespectful of those who are out of theChuiciu 
^" fltill I must speak the truth, I wish to live amougi 
them in all kindness and charity ; but I am dete^ 
mined t« take nothini;: from tliem as far as the soul 
is concerned. As I tUshelievc their theology, so ] 
distrust their metaphysics. I have no wish to conw 
pel any man's belief, for I sec tliat God leaves j 
men free to choose between the cxil and the good. 
Nor should I ever try to do so for I know that it i 
^tfanpossihle. But between them and us there is 
^^"great gidf. They can come to us but we cannot g 
to them. It would be eternal deatli for us to go t 
them ; but it is eternal life for them to come to us, 
I liavc not and never have had any unkind foeUngs 
about any of them personally, either those whom ] 
knew or those whom I did not know. Some have 
imagined and said that converts are especially bitten 
against the sect to whicli they belonged. This is ai 
great mistake. To Catholics all sects are the same. 
And we have no hatred for persons but only for sys- 
tems. For myself my heart turns most towards thosai 
persons { chiefly I believe to be found amongst 
Wesleyan Methodists ) who, blindly indeed and 
ignorantly, yet sincerely as far as they know, holA 
the doctrines of Grace, and have a real personal 
love for our most Holy Redeemer, Jesus Christ. 
The sect to which I once belonged seems to me^ 
neither better nor worse on the ^\-\YoVe tVwcv \.\\ft test,; 
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It is better in some things and worse in others. I 
have for it neither any particular liking nor any spe- 
cial dislike. I simply know that once I was out of 
the Church and that now by the grace of Grod I am 
in it. And I mean to stay in it. I also mean to do 
what I can for it. I owe nothing whatever to any 
sect but all to the grace of God. We all feel in this 
matter much I suppose as Abraham^ after his 
call, felt towards "Ur of the Chaldees." Lutherans, 
Wesleyans, Anglicans, Baptists, and Independents, 
are simply out of the Church and that is all you can 
say. When I see any signs of decay and disorder 
in any of these bodies I rejoice greatly, because 
I desire greatly that all forms of error should 
be destroyed and that the Kingdom and Truth of 
God should be triumphant. That Kingdom is the 
Roman Church ; that Truth is the Catholic Faith. 
And yet indeed I feel nothing but sorrow for any 
individual soul which goes downward to the dark- 
ness ; I mourn over it, if it gives up any of its light 
or parts with any of its belief. But I feel great joy 
when any sect perishes from the face of the earth, or 
when it is tending to that end. I grieve for the 
cause though I rejoice in the efifect, for God brings 
good out of evil. And indeed the first thought we 
must always have is for the glory of God and the 
good of His Church. And thus, although as I said 
I have only kindly feelings to individual Protestants 
yet of course, if I could, I would hew Protestantism 
in pieces this day, before the ^le^'sa^^^^^^t^saKci^'*^^ 
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Bamuel heiveil Agng in jiieocs boforo the Lord 
Gali^al. If I (lid not feel thus I should consider 
myself ii traitor t« the Heavenly King. All forms 
of error whether intellectual or moral are alike 
hntefiU. But I look forward to the day of whu 
our Lord spoke when Ho said; "Other sheep 
have that are not of tliis fold ; them also I mui 
firing and tliere shall I)e one Fold and One Shi 
herd." Here I may say one word alwut the unil 
of Chi'istendom. That unity now is broken, for 
fortunately Christendom is not now as it once 
co-extensive with the Church. The Church 
always perfectly one. By Christendom I imdi 
stand all nho profess the name of Clirist. Besid 
fthe Koman Church, which is the one true Church 
tfesus Christ, there is the schismatical Greek Church;' 
there are also many heretical sects, such as I men- 
tioned before, Lutherans, AngUcans, Wesleyans, 
'With Baptists and Independents, as far as the; 
keep awTiy from Calvinism. In the i»'idest sense o 
the word it seems difficult to apply it to sucl 
sects as Calvinists, Unitarians, or Quakers. StiH 
in a certain sense we may include even thesa 
All who truly desire the nnity of Christendom oughl 
to thank God greatly that the Holy Father, in his 
L ever-watchful care, has so utterly condemned a cer« 
• tain society called "Tlie Association for promoting 
the Unity of Christendom." The Vicar of Christ, 
speaking by the mouth of the President of the Holy 
JaquisitJoiij Jiasdeclarcdthe mteivtiow yS!U\at society, 
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to be " as much as possible polluted by heresy ;" and 
he also tells us that no jCatholic can unite himself 
with it in any way, and yet " preserve the integrity 
of his faith." I never could imderstand how any 
CathoKcs could have anything to do with it. But 
now since the Holy See has spoken, no Catholics 
of course can join it or favor it or help it in any 
way or under any pretence, unless they are thorough- 
ly disloyal, and manifest the same evasive spirit 
as the Jansenists did. And in all brotherly love I 
beseech those persons, who may be led astray in this 
matter, to consider what they are doing, lest that 
which came to the Jansenists may also come to them. 
There is no spirit approved by God, but a spirit of 
absolute and unconditional submission in every mo- 
ment to the living voice of the Holy See. Sooner 
or later anything but this, if time be given it, must 
end in heresy. And indeed if any man is dissatis- 
fied with the Church he can leave the Church, just 
as a man who is dissatisfied with God can act ac- 
cordingly, though I do not pretend to say how that 
would be. Men come freely into the Church for the 
salvation of their souls, and they can go freely out 
of it, if they please, at their own peril. As for me I 
can say truly that the Church is far more than ever 
I expected her to be. Her theology, dogmatic, mor- 
al, ascetical, mystical, is so comprehensive and so 
precise, that I literally had, as I now find, no idea 
of it whatever. All her ways, her sayings and do- 
ings, as I may call them, ave feet TCkotfc ^cwiRS»i.vjiSi^ 
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itactivo than ever tmtcred into my mind. 
»Ii(j lierself, indefectible, infallible, and uncliang- 
abfe, is grander and more niajestio than the fairest 
vision of her power and loveliness of which I evi 
di-eamed. 

If any person wants to promote the unity of C] 
©ndom let him come into this one Church of 
Then he will have done all he can do to further tl 
gi'eat and lilessed end which he has at heart. But 
any persons tliink they can further this end by 
inaiuing in the sect, whatever it be, to which thi 
■btslong and by seekiiig to Catholicize it, then in tl 
words of their own Bible " they are given up to 
strong delusion to believe a lie." When will thi 
pcrrsons come to see that union with Rome meai 
always submission to Rome? The divine, infallible 
Church of God can simnt no terms but unconditional 
surrender. The Association of wliieli I speak oug] 
to have been called " The Association ior prevetiUi 
tlie unity of Christendom ;" for in so far as it keej 
any persons out of the Church it docs this. Its ru» 
ling spirit is satan transformed into an angel of light*. 
J say this because the unity of Christendom is 
^lod and holy a thing that every one ought to desi 
it, pray for it, work for it. But there is only oi 
way in which those who are out of the Church can 
work for this end, and that is by individual submiai 
sion to the Holy See. If therefore any pei-sons pro- 
fess to seek for this good end by wrong means, it is 
clear that they liave not with them an angel of light; 
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but an angel of darkness in disguise. But whilst 
the Holy Inquisition, so venerable for all the many 
blessings it has conferred and does confer on the 
Church, gives us such a proof of its watchful care as 
it has done in the condemnation of this society, we 
cannot fear. 

Now I have said all this to show that in opposing 
this ." Oxford scheme " I have no hard thoughts of 
any kind as to individual Protestants. I should be 
grieved if any one thought that I had. But with all 
my strength I oppose the system by which they are 
misled, and with it I can make no truce. The kind- 
est thing to do to them is not to pay the m idle com- 
pliments or court them or flatter them, but to speak 
to them " the truth in love." And, blessed be God, 
we know the Truth, and the Truth has made us fre(5. 
As we want no pattern of an altar from Damascus, 
so we need no help in this matter from those who 
are out of the Church. 

Again therefore I say that I have not written one 
word here which could justly give offence to' any 
Protestant. But it is well for us to have a clear un- 
derstandiQg of our relative positions. I like and 
respect a straightforward antagonist who is fair and 
above-board in what he says and does. If a man 
thoroughly and sincerely thinks me mistaken, I like 
him to say so plainly and not mince the matter. And 
that which I desire others to be towards me, I desire 
to be towards them. Nor have I written a word of 
which you can justly conxplam. C^^daSosSe^ Vs!i»^i^^aK^ 
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iMwn able to sec any Ibruo in your argumento, but 
do noi think 1 am " prolmbly to blame " for tlia) 
I Imve spoken strongly against this plan for I fe 
strongily, but I have given you credit for the beat 
motives. I can havo no jwreonal feelings in the 
matter, for I have no more idea now tlian when 
I began this letter who you are. But hatl I kno\vn! 
this, it would have made no difference in a singi 
word that I have written. 

I will only add this : let us be loyal in ever 
thought to the Holy See, for thus and only thus w 
shall have God at our hacks. And as we love Gk)4 
with a strong, undying love, so let us hate heresy 
with a strong, undying hatred. If we ever begin 
slacken in our hatred of heresy, we may be sura 
there is something amiss with our souls. Just 
'hatred of heresy is a great gift of God ; and man; 
souls are shipwTecked for want of it. 

As for this scheme, let it be hidden in its c 
darkness ; and " let the dead bury then- dead." li 
is a hateful scheme, " of the earth, earthly." It h 
contrary to Catholic instincts, and does violence tO; 
the conscience of the Chui-ch. In metaphysics and 
philosophy of all kinds we ought to follow the spirit 
of Rome, and the guidance of the See of St. Peter; 
False philosophy is the herald of false doctrine. 
I am, Sir, Your obedient Servant, 

H. A. RAWE8. 



. I'rtiww* of Aam»i, Notling Hitl. 
Ncp. 2Uh, 1864. 
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